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USA: _Man listed as 'abuser' wins in court_
USA: _One phone call puts you on list of child abusers_
USA: - newspaper comment on recent 'sting' cases
Canada: _Porn law violates children's rights, man argues_
USA: _Activists urge MPs to criminalize child porn_
UK: Editorial: _This man is dangerous_
UK: _Playtime will never be the same_
USA: _New Law Curb State's Drugging of Foster Children_
Art news
Security news




USA:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

_Man listed as abuser wins in court_

_Saturday, October 02, 1999_

AP - Dennis Yavorsky says he was put on a list of child
abusers because he stopped his 16-year-old daughter from
going to parties where other teens were allegedly using
drugs.

Her friends wanted revenge, the Cincinnati man says, and
reported him as an abuser.

Yavorsky, 47, was acquitted in court, won a $30,000
defamation lawsuit against the state, an apology from Human
Services and a court order to be taken off the registry.

He's still not satisfied.

"My name has been dragged through the mud, top to bottom
on this whole thing," he said. He believes he can no longer
tutor students and has ruled out any chance of becoming a
teacher.

--

October 2nd 1999

_One phone call puts you on list of child abusers_

COLUMBUS - One phone call to authorities in Ohio can put
someone on a list of child abusers - whether it's true or
not.

The current list has nearly 800,000 names.

Six years ago, a state task force recommended changes to
protect thousands who were accused, never charged and put
on the list anyway.

But interviews with the Department of Human Services, the
leader of the task force and people who claim to be falsely
accused show that little has changed:

 - The task force recommended leaving people off the
   list when there was no proof of abuse. But they still are
   included for a minimum of three months.

 - The task force recommended notifying people within
   15 days of their being put on the list. There still is no
   requirement, though some counties do so voluntarily.

 - The task force recommended further limiting the
   number of people who can see the list. The law has not
   changed in that regard.

Counties are now required to have an appeal process. The
accused previously were entitled only to put their
objections or explanations into a letter in their file.

Jon Allen, a spokesman for the department, said the
registry is running as required by law.

The list was created in 1966 to keep track of abusers who
crossed county lines. The number of people on the list
grew, including accused, accusers, victims and others who
were part of investigations. So did the number of
complaints.

Civil libertarians worried about including people who were
accused but not convicted. The accused questioned whether
their names were kept confidential.

Publicity led to the task force, which recommended changes
in 1993. The legislature did not approve them.

Confusion remains about how many people in Ohio are
alleged to be abusers. The list includes all those involved
in investigations. People accused more than once are listed
for each alleged offense.

The list had 600,000 names in 1993, but the task force cut
it to 129,000 by spotting clerical errors, eliminating
duplication and taking off the names of those accused
without proof. But the list is currently up to nearly
792,000.

Authorities said some of the increase could come from more
abuse, or more of it being reported, but they acknowledge
there could be counting errors.

People can check whether they are on the list by writing
to the Department of Human Services in Columbus. Names stay
on the list for three months to 10 years, depending on
social workers' findings.

Most other states have similar registries, also
controversial.

In the past two years, courts in New Jersey and Georgia
have declared registries a violation of the right to due
process.

A man in Arkansas received $75,000 last summer from the
state after his name was placed in error on its child abuse
registry.

Nebraska is restructuring its registry following a report
in December that some names on the list shouldn't be there.

Albert Risch of Xenia, board member of a national
organization called the Victims of Child Abuse Laws, said
he was disappointed at the lack of change in Ohio.

"I think they should get with it and get these settled,"
he said. "A lot of people out in society are affected by it
tremendously."

-----------------------------------------------------------------




USA: newspaper comment on 'sting' cases
-----------------------------------------------------------------

October 1st 1999

_Witness for the Scumbag _

[... snip - Intro on recent high-profile 'sting' case ]

Certainly, law enforcement's goal of getting these
men off the streets is a laudable one.

It's just that sometimes the methods they use can leave one
a tad queasy.

On July 24, 1998, San Francisco journalist Bruce Mirken
arrived in a Sacramento park. He was there to meet a gay
teenager whom he'd been corresponding with over the
Internet. Instead, he was taken into custody; the kid
turned out to be a Sacramento police officer.

At the time of his arrest, Mirken was known as a passionate
advocate for gay teenagers. Mirken, himself gay, has
written numerous articles about the struggles gay teens
face and was known for corresponding with them online.
Sacramento police had asked him to bring a condom and a
hotel key to the park rendezvous; according to Mirken's
lawyer, he brought neither.

Mirken's attorney also claimed that all talk of sex had
been initiated by police and pointed out that meeting a
teenager in a park is not a criminal act. But the attitude
of the police seemed to be that sex could be the only
possible reason an older gay man would be interested in a
teenager.

A judge disagreed. In July, Judge Rudolph R. Loncke
dismissed the charges against Mirken on the second day of
his trial, ruling that the prosecution had failed to show
Mirken had any intention of performing a "lewd and
lascivious" act on the kid he thought he was meeting.

Mirken's case is unusual. (Can you imagine a journalist
getting arrested for interviewing a drug dealer on the
presumption that he must have been trying to buy drugs?)
But it illustrates some of the reasons civil-liberties
activists view law enforcement's activities online with
suspicion.

One nagging issue is the question of the imaginary victim.
Take Naughton's case. He's been charged with interstate
travel with the intent of soliciting sex from a minor. The
one problem with that, of course, is that there was no
minor from whom he could solicit sex. Talk about your
victimless crimes.

Boston attorney Jeffrey Denner, who has handled a number of
cases involving computer crimes, said that from a legal
standpoint, at least, the cops are in the clear on that
issue.

"It's the intent that matters," he said. "If you think
you're going to have sex with a 14-year-old girl, you can
be punished for the attempt. It's the same with drugs. If
we're talking on the phone, and I say I want to buy 10
kilos of cocaine, and you bring me borax, I can still be
charged with trafficking. The government wants to punish
that kind of behavior."

But it still leaves one feeling ethically dicey. It's one
thing to step in if a real child is in danger; there have
been cases in which children who have been contacted by
pedophiles online have been replaced by cops at the
keyboard. But it's another thing entirely to create a child
out of whole cloth and dangle them enticingly online to
troll for predators. In essence, the police are
manufacturing a crime, and that's where the issue of
entrapment comes in.

Legally speaking, entrapment depends on whether the accused
was predisposed to commit the crime. In other words, if a
cop posing as a child simply shows up in a chat room and is
immediately glommed onto by a user who starts asking all
sorts of personal questions about sex, that would be a
clear indication of predisposition - the guy was positively
panting to contact a child online for nefarious purposes.
But if the cop lists "sex" as one of his main
preoccupations in his user profile, asks the target to
e-mail him some child pornography, and suggests that they
meet and get it on, then we have a problem.

Take the FBI's Innocent Images operation. Agents posing as
children used suggestive screen names such as "horny15bi,"
listed sexual preferences in their user profiles such as
"dreaming of kinky sex," and often responded to overtures
from other users with sexually explicit messages. In a
situation like this, one could easily argue that law
enforcement is essentially creating a crime where none
existed before - or would have existed, without their
intervention.

It's hard to whip up much indignation in defense of alleged
pedophiles. Child predators are universally deplored as
monsters. But it's important that we not let our instinctive
disgust and our societal fear of the untamed beast known as
the Internet lead us into trampling constitutional
boundaries. What if law enforcement, flushed and giddy with
the success of their pedophile stings, turns its attention
on others?

"For the FBI to go in and entice people, masquerading in
this game playing, this is likely to extend into other
areas. I could see it very easily with the militia
movement," David Sobel, legal counsel for the Electronic
Privacy Information Center, told Knight-Ridder newspapers.

So remember: we may consider child predators as the dung
beneath our shoes, but there are folks out there who feel
the same way about pornographers. Or atheists. Or (in OC)
liberals. Even scumbags deserve our careful, vigilant
defense.

-----------------------------------------------------------------




Canada:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

September 30th 1999

_Porn law violates children's rights, man argues_

WINNIPEG, Manitoba -- A Winnipeg man says it would be
perfectly legal for him to have sex with a 14-year-old
girl, but he's a criminal for taking a topless photo of her.

That's why Garry Michael G[...]  is using the Canadian
Charter of Rights and Freedoms in his defense against
child pornography charges.

The legal age of consent for sex in Canada is 14, but the
law says nude pictures of anyone under 18 constitute child
pornography.

Defense attorney Ken McCaffrey said the law discriminates
against those 14 and older who want to pose for titillating
pictures. The law also prevents his client from using
consent as a defense, as is allowed for having sex with a
minor.

G[...] , now 56, was arrested at the home he shares with
his 80-year-old mother in January 1997 and charged with one
count of possessing child pornography. Police seized photos
of girls in various stages of undress.

Provincial Court Judge Linda Giesbrecht found the disabled
former cement plant worker guilty, but reserved sentence
until the constitutional argument is resolved. A new court
date of Oct. 28 was set.

McCaffrey noted G[...]  was not advocating child
pornography, but pointing out where the law violates
youngsters' equality rights.

"What we're advocating here is that a young person should
have a right to choose."

McCaffrey referred to the recent British Columbia Supreme
Court ruling that struck down the Criminal Code section
outlawing possession of child pornography, saying it
violated both freedom and personal privacy. The appeal of
that case will be heard by the Supreme Court of Canada in
January.

-----------------------------------------------------------------



Canada
-----------------------------------------------------------------

30th September 1999

_Activists urge MPs to criminalize child porn_

 Christian group to launch postcard campaign

A nationwide postcard campaign demanding that MPs act
immediately to criminalize the possession of child
pornography is being launched in the wake of a Supreme
Court of Canada decision delaying an appeal of the issue.

The court has said it won't hear the case involving
Vancouver resident John Sharpe until January. In July, the
B.C. Court of Appeal upheld a lower court ruling that the
law prohibiting possession of child pornography violated
Sharpe's right to freedom of expression and violated
the Charter of Rights and Freedoms.

Tom Crites of the Canada Family Action Coalition said on
Wednesday outside Calgary Court of Queen's Bench.
"Parliament must act immediately to restore the law
prohibiting possession or use the notwithstanding clause,"
he said.

Crites said his Christian family group will have postcards
ready for protesters to sign.

The Catholic Civil Rights League and the Alberta
Federation of Women United for Families are also part
of the proposed campaign.

But Brian Edy of the Alberta Civil Liberties Association
said lower court judges have been unfairly portrayed as
being sympathetic to people possessing child pornography
when they can only adjudicate within the legislation.
Due to ambiguities in the current law, Edy said, even
pictures of nude newborn babies -- which many parents are
likely to have -- could be considered pornographic.

The case of Sharpe, 65, a retired Vancouver city planner,
has made national headlines since he was acquitted of
possessing child pornography -- short stories and nude
drawings of boys -- in January.

Sharpe argued the stories were his and never published,
and the state shouldn't be trying to control a citizen's
thoughts.

While the Supreme Court has delayed hearing the Crown
appeal on Sharpe's acquittal, Sharpe still faces
pornography-related charges.

-----------------------------------------------------------------



UK newspaper headline:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

October 1999

_PRIVATE SCHOOL GIRLS ARE JEERED BY LABOUR_

A group of schoolgirl musicians were booed and
heckled at a Labour Conference fringe meeting
after the audience was told they came from a
leading private school.

-----------------------------------------------------------------




UK: reputable national newspaper comment on the Labour Conference:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

October 2nd 1999

_This man is dangerous_

_If we are to be governed according to Blair's creepy
 prejudices, then look out_


  [ Snipped - Long analysis of Prime Minister Tony Blair's
    keynote speech at the party conference... ]

If you doubt my analysis, read Mr Blair's own: right near
the end of his speech. "We were chained by our ideology. We
thought we had eternal doctrines. When they are in truth
eternal values." He describes the new line-up: "Arrayed
against us, the forces of conservatism ... On our side,
the forces of modernity and justice." And he describes the
clash to come: "The battleground, the new millennium."

Nowhere, *nowhere* in Mr Blair's speech is the possibility
acknowledged that anyone might oppose him in good faith,
desiring the best but differing over how best to achieve
it. Critics, it is presumed, are either malevolent or
ignorant. Nowhere is there the ghost of a recognition that
though to himself his own "eternal values" are luminously
self-evident while others' look like dogma, from others'
perspective his values too might assume the shape of
doctrine. No wonder he is attracted to the "new politics":
the good people versus the rest.

These are not trivial observations. Unless Mr Blair really
has received communications from a Divinity, there was
something unhinged about that speech. I did not care for
the pounding emphasis on the virtuous "many" as opposed
to the errant "few". I shuddered at his too-potent
argument (a staple of fascist dictators and Tory Home
Secretaries) that the liberties of the law-abiding
majority override those of troublemakers.

I was uneasy at his obsessive use of the image of children,
the notion of fatherhood, the exaltation of youth, and
the *Tomorrow belongs to me* leitmotif of a new order of
things. I balk at his insistence on ("to every nation
a purpose. To every party a cause") national purpose.

And Mr Blair's conflation of party with nation ("And
now, at last, party and nation joined in the same
cause for the same purpose") made my flesh creep.

Watch this man. Unfettered he would lead us somewhere
strange.

------------------------------------------------------------




UK:
------------------------------------------------------------

3rd October 1999

_Personality Disorder Units to be built in residential areas_

THE Government is to build up to 100 special prison units
to lock up people with personality disorders, even when
they have committed no offence.

Frank Dobson, the Health Secretary, and Jack Straw, the
Home Secretary, have decided to create a network of
secure centres, to be called Personality Disorder Units,
where inmates held under new legislation will be housed.

The Units will look like prisons from the outside,
complete with high security, but will be run as secure
psychiatric units. About 20 to 40 people will be
imprisoned in each unit and they will not be built in
the grounds either of prisons or existing mental
hospitals. Opposition is expected against the building
of facilities from local residents.

Protests are also expected from civil liberties groups
against the idea of an individual being detained
indefinitely without trial or even a criminal record.

The number of secure units planned is high because
the Government says that as many as 2,300 people
with personality orders may eventually be imprisoned,
many of them for life. That is far more than the
number of adults classed as having a dangerous
personality disorder - just 600 - when a consultation
paper was issued in July.

The annual cost of detention in existing high security
psychiatric units such as Broadmoor exceeds 100,000 UKP
per person.

------------------------------------------------------------

 [ Note: In February 99 _The Times_ reported the Home
   Office intended that paedophiles would be classed
   as having a 'dangerous personality disorder'. ]




UK:
------------------------------------------------------------

October 1999

_Playtime will never be the same_

Children as young as three will be taught the 'proper'
way to play under government goals for teaching the
under-sixes, to be unveiled tomorrow.

The guidelines - called Early Learning Goals -
will be introduced in September next year, with
individual tests to follow in Summer 2000.

For the first time, Britain's teachers will be
given guidance on what children should 'achieve'
by playing.

Children's emotional development will also be
'structured'. They will be expected to learn about
personal and social issues, to show 'a correct
range of feelings" and "form good relationships".

------------------------------------------------------------




USA: California
------------------------------------------------------------

Thursday, September 30, 1999

_New Law Curb State's Drugging of Foster Children_

Gov. Gray Davis has given final approval to a
bill that requires unprecedented safeguards to protect
children in the state's care from receiving improper and
unmonitored doses of psychiatric drugs.

The new law, which Davis approved Tuesday, also
requires that social workers maintain medical
and education records for the state's 100,000 foster
children.

State lawmakers passed the legislation partly in
response to a Times investigation in May 1998 that found
that thousands of children in California's group and foster
homes are routinely given potent psychiatric drugs, at
times simply to keep them docile for their overburdened
caretakers. Those responsible for the children's welfare
often didn't know who put the children on these
behavior-altering medications or why, and sometimes were
not even aware that the children were drugged.

Under the new law, juvenile court judges alone may
approve psychiatric medication requests and children's
medication records must accompany them to each placement.

The new law, while closing the most important safety
gap, still may leave children vulnerable to improper
drugging. Though it now requires judges to sign off on
requests to medicate children, many juvenile judges say
they don't know much about the medications or the doctors
prescribing them. One judge said he simply must trust
that the psychiatrist knows best.

------------------------------------------------------------




Art news:
------------------------------------------------------------

October 1999

_Bowie's virtual defiance_

DAVID BOWIE is to defy the Mayor of New York by offering
a guided tour of the "Sensation" exhibition.

The artist has been infuriated by Rudolph Giuliani's
campaign against the show and will today place all 141
works on his website. Bowie is to be a "virtual master of
ceremony", commenting on the works and presenting live
debates. He said: "Sensation represents some of the best,
worst but definitely most extreme of the high-profile work
to have come out of Britain in the last ten years or so.
The work is probably the most important showing since the
Armory Show at the opening of this century. It's definitely
going to be as talked about." Bowie will also host an
Internet debate on the show.

------------------------------------------------------------

[ Including the 'mutant kiddy porn' sculptures of Jake
  and Dinos Chapman, which are a part of the show, one
  hopes! :)  ]




Security news:
------------------------------------------------------------

1st Oct 1999

Fastpoint Communications, one of the shining lights of
DSL (digital subscriber line) provision in the States, says
it will have to change the way in which it has set up all
of its user accounts in order to protect customer identity.
Due to a remarkable oversight, Fastpoint saw nothing wrong
in assigning users' first and last names to its IP
addresses -- e.g. davewilby.fastpoint.net. That is until
now. Fastpoint says it is renumbering all addresses
immediately.

------------------------------------------------------------
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'Fruitcake Boy' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Howdy all!

I have a question I'd like to pose: is there anyone else
out there who finds attraction to little girls merely an
extension of (so-called) "normal" attraction to females?
For me, personally, I find women attractive, and view my
attraction to younger girls as merely an extension of
that attraction, that not every man possess.

Funny thing happened the other day. At school here, there's
a group for Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender, and
"Questioning" students. Well, I was with this other guy
(also named Mike, coincidentally) and I made some
smart-ass comment about one for the posters this group
had put up. Basically, my words were to the effect of
"What? No pedophiles?" Well, now this dude always calls
me a pedophile (more or less jokingly) when ever I see
him... ya think he knows?

Someone mentioned a t-shirt with "No one knows I'm a
pedophile" on it. That sounds pretty cool. Plus, you
could probably get away with that at college. Actually,
most people would probably consider it a joke.

Well, I'm rambling. Hope everyone is well... I'm in
a jolly mood today. Have been lately - it's not so
damn hot now!

Keep it Real,

'Fruitcake Boy'
-----------------------------------------------------------




'?' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------
I had a dream last night. It went like this: I was riding
my bike on a narrow paved road through some nice English
countryside, beside a river.

I was riding very fast. There was a US Greyhound bus
behind me, also going very fast. I had to keep going
faster than the bus, so that I didn't get run over.

I passed by a charming girl (nude) who was lying in the
grass, off to the side of the road.

The dream had a nice ending, because somehow I ended up
with her, the river flowing softly nearby.

Not sure what happened to the bike.

'?'
-----------------------------------------------------------




'Brother Chubba' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Hello again! It seems there have been a few responses to
my post, (you've no idea how much better that makes me
feel) so I'll air my responses.

--

To 'Spike':

I didn't feel you were in any pulpit... that was simply
good (if obvious) advice, thank you.

>She wanted to see, so after I had gotten her out of the bath and I had
>dried and dressed her in her nightie, I led her to her bedroom. Her dad was
>not there, he had to pull a double shift.  She laid on the bed and as my
>heart was pumping so fast I thought I was going to have a heart attack, I
>pulled my pants down enough so she can see my hair. She reached and touched
>my pelvis. I thought
>I was going to lose it right there! She looked up at me again and asked me
>to pull them down more, I wanted to, but I '. I can't say for sure why I
>didn't but I didn't.

You say I'm lucky but you're pretty lucky yourself! not only does
she seem interested, but her family trusts you enough to BATHE her
(I don't even get that privilege and I'm practically a son to her
mother), and DRY her, AND DRESS her!  In your situation with the
hair, I know what you went through, Sarah seeing my 'thing', as your
girl likes to put it, was quite accidental. We were cuddling each
other under our night clothes (I wear pyjama shorts in bed) and just
as I manouvered the blanket to keep me a bit warmer, as it was lifted
up, I popped out of my shorts right before Sarah's eyes! (oh dear I'm
devastated ;>)

>I have a date with Sarah next Friday night, I am very attracted to her mom,
>but Kristi is the one I love.

I wish you luck with both (but isn't that betraying the girl you live
with a little, I personally consider Sarah (MY Sarah) my girlfriend)

--

To 'Ex Astris'

I know what that guilt is like, if your willing I would like more
of this tale, honestly, telling others and been forgiven, in a way,
was the best thing I have done, I feel so much better that you people
are not judging me, it might help you too.

--

'Moomin' wrote:
>I could hardly believe what I was reading when I read
>your last epic.

My LAST epic? that seems to sugggest I've done one before, my
previous posts were quite small (I think), not really complaining
just puzzled.

I'm sure Kitty is a little darling and I wish you luck, you never
know when the signs will turn from vague to definite (I didn't).

--

To '?'

Before I start, if Ianthe isn't just confused and this is your actual
nick name, please choose another, it's very confusing.

  [ '?' is the generic name for anyone who doesn't include a
   nickname in the body of their posting. ]

Anyway, I identify with almost all of your post, I feel just the same,
this feeling of "I can't be arsed" has messed up my A-level [UK 18yo's
final college exams] results, and forced me to repeat my first year at
University, I haven't even signed up yet and the course has started!
I am an idiot, but I can't help it! I also felt a deep sense of dread
at growing up, not so much that I wanted to be a little boy (most of
the time I like the man I've become) I just hated the idea of dedicating
so many hours of my life to the utter capitalist bull that is today's
society. Working at some job which I hate, making less money than the
lazy-assed goons at the top who do little more than allow other people
to make their money for them.  Although I, unlike you, don't feel this
attributed towards my paedophilia, I thought it might help you to know
there are others like you somewhere.

--

To 'Yuri'

You say I wasn't 'Dark Side' because I stopped when she said to, well, I
feel that maybe before, she never said no because she was afraid I wouldn't
love her anymore, and at the time in my mind if I'm honest with myself, her
pleasure didn't matter to much to me.  Also, as I said, when this happened
she became very misbehaved, this behaviour stopped when she said no. Do you
see where I'm coming from now?

Oh, and even though I'm a huge Sci-fi fan and know more than is healthy
about Babylon 5 AND Star Trek, you know far too much about Spock's family
history! Calm down! :D

--

To 'Spike 232'

I'm afraid I can't tell whether this was a post by the 'Spike' above, or a
completely different human being, but for the purpose of this reply I will
assume they are one and the same (sorry if I'm wrong).

You see Spike, it can and does happen of it's own accord, no watching for
signs needed, just straight to the point. Megan sounds great, just as fun as
my Sarah is, I think you'll have some good times to come with her :)

My Sarah doesn't seem to want to rub too much, she just likes to hug me
while sitting on my lap (naked or clothed) but to be quite honest, I
like that too!  I can't imagine Sarah's reaction if she saw me ejaculate
- she'd probably think I'd wet myself! :)

--

To 'Ilsa Gold'

I'm glad you feel we have common ground, but what exact opinions do we
share? (just out of interest) - and yes, I know how precarious my position
can be I can be super-paranoid at times these days, worrying if she'll tell
someone. I've considered stopping the sex play simply for MY mental
health! ;)

BTW, again, just out of interest, are you a man or a woman? I couldn't tell
from your post.

--

To 'D.A.'

Thanks for your story, I await the next chapter with relish (no pickle). And
I also find older girls and women physically attractive, although for me
there's no sexual attraction at all (or rarely). But I disagree with your
"Everyones A GL" Theory, I have talked extensively with my friend about the
moral issues surrounding child sexuality, and he agrees with me (and all of
you I'm sure) that if done in a loving and caring manner by an adult that
gives a damn about the child, child sex can be healthy.  We talk about
this and he doesn't know I'm a paedophile despite my comments about not
really liking the women he points out in the street.  You see, I can tell
from these conversation that he simply cannot see what we see in children
and young women. Anyway I'll leave it open for the rest of the group.

--

Well, I was planning to tell about my current situation with Sarah but I've
covered that, and also about my friend who accepts the ideals of
paedophilia, he just doesn't know I'm one of them, but I covered that.
hmmmmmm... I was thinking of 'coming out' to this friend, what do you
think?

--

Oh, and a thread was starting back in the spring about good fantasy/Sci-fi
novels with Little Girls in or Girl-Loving themes.  I have a Sci-Fi series
to suggest, the Nights Dawn trilogy by Peter F. Hamilton.  The Edenists in
this series don't seem to mind underage sex because, the way the society
works, no-one would take advantage of a young girl, there's also a character
called Jay, who is 12 and great!

A good fantasy series is Song Of Ice And Fire by George R. R. Martin, no
girl love themes but two great little girl characters Sansa (12) and my
favourite Arya (9), whom I have fallen in love with!  They are very well
written and I almost died in shock at then end of book 1! :D

thank you for you time

'Brother Chubba'
-----------------------------------------------------------------




'Rational' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Hi!

First, there have been some great postings, filled with purest of
feelings, lots of sense of humour and the best of our thoughts.

On working with kids, I also think that it is an extraordinary way
of being near to them, but then, even if you trust yourself and
have no previous bad record, we have to think twice if it will work.
For me, it has in the summer school, but maybe not for everyone,
even for me in different situations.

--

Hi, 'Common Sense'. You write you're too young and you still think
that your attraction to lgs is teen hormones. Well I used to think
that at 14. Now I'm 19 (btw, happy birthday to myself last week,
according to Y. it is not so bad to have a birthday... well she's 13)
and have realized that I never stopped liking lgs from my childhood
to my early- and mid- teens to now. it's just that maybe you, like
myself, are attracted to older girls too. Maybe I'm wrong but I
would say that if you like a pre-teen when you're not one yourself,
then you are and will always be a paedophile, even if not an exclusive
paedophile. Then, welcome in town!

You and Rasputin's Dog also mentioned written child porn stories
featuring girls. Actually, it helps me relieve a lot of my sexual
tension of being unable to legally and socially-acceptably have
sexual approaches with little girls - and that allows me to enjoy
more of the emotions that I can achieve from the love of a
little girl.

--

Welcome back Tr'Pakh you got the point in mentioning bad Bible reading
as the main source of hatred towards us, in contrast to non-Bible
civilisations and peoples... I recall Yanomamis that encourage
losing virginity as early as possible, and cultures from New Guinea,
like Trobriand Islands people studied by Malinowski (a review of the
part of his book regarding Trobriander kids sexuality was found
in PLF), and the Bushmen of the Kalahari.

--

Well, Liberator asked again the daughters question so... Anyway, I
don't have a girl of my own so I will not post on it. So far it looks
one way but it could change when I have a girl. Yes, I will have lots
of pretty girls with beautiful, bright eyes!

--

Spike: I think I can remember a few people talking about the things
that happen (for good and bad) when you relate to both a girl and
her mom... That is one to be real careful about. Anyway, good luck!

--

Ex Astris: You are the prove that societal rejection in every ways does
not prevent but actually enhances abuse. Good thing you later
understood that you had hurt her and became one lover more instead of
just another abuser (you came back from 'the dark side'). :) !

--

D.A. mentioned he liked to play with dolls. Well, I did not play as
a child but now I really like to play with dolls.

--

Do you remember my mention of a Girl Actress Prize? Someone (sorry I
don't remember who) remarked that such a prize would discourage parents
to get their children into acting. I disagree. I think that many
already have that fear and that won't change whether we have such a
prize or not. On the other hand, parents who are not discouraged now
will never be discouraged. One side note: my dear Y. was a baby and
child model. She was lovely (I knew her at her 10). There are lots of
her photos in her house. I could even find her in an advertising mag
not so long ago, (what was she promoting?) she must have been 8 or so
by the time of the photo.

Another note: do you remember my mention of Hungarian movie The
Annunciation? Well now I watched it complete for the first time and
recorded it. I thought it was good. I was wrong. It's great. Its plot
is, Adam and Eve have just been created by God and then Lucifer
appears with the forbidden fruit. After they have eaten, he offers them
to know not only the present, but the future too, and makes them
sleep and dream the future. Then they all witness human history with
several (and important) Bible references, until they wake up again.
Then they realize that it won't be so nice after all and God forgives
the human couple (and Lucifer too?) and receives them again. You decide
if it is religious or against religion. Anyway against most common
views of life and things.

All that acted by kids. And the girls are very pretty.

--

Finally: Y., I can't help it. I LOVE YOU MADLY. (she's my girlfriend
now and I couldn't be happier)

'Rational'
--------------------------------------------------------------------




'Ex Astris' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

To 'Liberator': Welcome to the forum! It's certainly good to hear your
thoughts and experiences. Sorry about the situation with your parents. I
told my mother about 6 months ago and she is relatively accepting. I say
relatively because she still has difficulty discerning the difference
between child molesters and pedophiles. She was forced into sex by her
father from ages 9-14, so you can understand her sensitivity in this area.
But she knows me and she knows how I lead my life and conduct myself with
lg's. She even supports me spending time with lg's because I have such a
genuine love for children. I think it just sounds like a denial thing with
your parents. Maybe the news just hit a sensitive spot and they went into
total denial. Fortunately also for me is the support of my closest friends.
They know I'm a gl, so I can watch and even comment on how cute an lg is.
Understand though that if I was in a relationship with an lg, all my friends
and mother would kill me. About wanting a daughter, I feel the same way. I
have wanted a daughter ever since I was 15. When I was 19 I had a very
father/daughter type relationship with my roommate's 11yr old. I miss it so
bad sometimes it tears me in two. It was kind of scary though at the time
for me, because one moment I could be feeling very paternal and protective
in my love, the next I would want to tear her cloths off with my teeth. So
I strongly suspect if I did have my own daughter I would inevitably develop
incestuous feelings for her.

--

To '?': I can relate to you in the way you mentioned about play-acting as if
you were grown up. I had to do that all throughout my adolescence and into
my adulthood. I've never really had a good job to blow, but I've messed up
even go-nowhere jobs for the same reasons. I don't want the responsibilities
of adulthood. The good news is that my mother is moving in with me at the
beginning of the month, so some of the household responsibilities will be
delegated her way. But the home and all services are still in my name and I
have to be responsible for everything. What ever happened to "hey mom, can I
go play in the yard before dinner?" The funny thing is that all my friends
and family remark at times about how much of a mature, responsible adult I
am for my age (23), but have no idea that I just want to be a little boy
again. By the way, please come up with a handle :)

--

To 'Gentle Ben': What is "the suit?" Sounds like a medieval
crotch-restraining device by the context :) I'm certainly glad your life's
under control. Mine seems to be fine. I no longer go on ups and downs of sex
urges now that I accept myself and my sexuality, even if I don't have an
outlet for it.

--

Congratulations 'Spike 232!' I'm transferring to a bigger apartment in my
complex to accommodate my mother. And as a result I'll be only two doors
down from a beautiful 9yr old named Becky I've been friends with for a while
now. I'm hoping being closer will mean seeing each other more often, and
maybe lead to something. Wish me luck!

--

To 'Ilsa Gold': Too bad your girlfriend won't be posting more often.
I think we need more female perspective in here at times.

Love to all,

'Ex Astris'
------------------------------------------------------




'Rasputin's Dog'
------------------------------------------------------

Hello All,

I have been thinking a lot lately about a comment
made by someone, I don't remember who; I don't wish to
look it up and I don't even remember the comment. I
have a very good "selected" memory. Anyway it had
something to do with someone's desire "to be" a lg.
This strikes a cord in me. I have and sometimes do
desire to be a lg. I also believe this has something
to do with my gl, though I haven't fully come to a
conclusion about how or to what extent. I have in the
past few years dabbled in cross dressing and even for
a while desired to be a female. I eventually gave up
on this because I realized that I didn't want to be
just a female, but a lg. I concluded that my actions
were leading me nowhere because even if I were to
have sex change, I still wouldn't be true female and I
could never be a lg. I don't think now that this is at
the core of my gl, but I can't help thinking it has
somehow contributed to my choice to pursue this
lifestyle. It still often is a desire, but I realize,
it can never be more than a fantasy, so I'm satisfied
to leave it at that. I had a masturbation fantasy were
I pretend to a lg having sex. It has become more a
rarity in recent years.

Can anyone else relate to this? There was a few other
things I was going write about, but they seem rather
off-center to this post, so they can wait. Till next
time...

'Rasputin's Dog'
------------------------------------------------------



'johnsmith' writes:
------------------------------------------------------

Hi all.  As usual I've been meaning to post for ages and to also respond to
individual postings, but I'm the victim of procrastination.  I also use my
PC at work to read the postings so can't spend long enough preparing my
responses. Anyway, a common thread struck me recently and that is the desire
to make some sort of statement about our feelings.  I love the "Go-Pre"
T-shirt's !!! I have a tattoo that I want covered with something else and I
was thinking about what sort of symbolism would define pedophilia without
being too obvious... maybe stylised LGL initials ? I need a balance between
subtlety and recognition.  Is the LGL term widespread and established enough
for fellow lgl's to recognise ? Maybe someone could help me out with a
suggestion.  Does anyone else find themselves dropping more and more hints
to people, as if they want them to know about our orientation ?  A co-worker
of mine was deciding on her next hairstyle and I just blurted out
"pigtails"... when this is combined with other comments I make at work it
wouldn't take a genius to work out what I'm thinking about all day !! My
girlfriend is now nearly fully aware of everything... to the extent of
browsing through my legal girl pics etc... She dismisses it though,
and we haven't talked.  I do mean to sit her down and explain it, otherwise
she'll get completely the wrong idea - especially if she's subjected to
propaganda from other sources.  It amazes me how she doesn't demand an
explanation... she just makes throwaway comments like "you bloody
pervert"... and "that's sick" etc.. They sound harsh but her mood remains the
same and we carry on having fun... very weird !!  Anyone with similar
experiences with their partners... please share.  Ok, thats me... for such an
infrequent poster I don't deserve to ramble on too much.  Just want to
finish by offering a moral note of support to all of you out there.  It's an
amazing feeling to know you're not alone, even if we are all anonymous... I
feel like I'm part of a sort of family.  So hang in there and remember we're
all out here somewhere !! (P.S from my next post I'm gonna be "Jack" - its
my nickname anyway and I don't like the johnsmith handle - too impersonal).
Cheers everyone :)

'johnsmith' (soon to be Jack)
--------------------------------------------------------



'Ildiko' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------

Dear list,

It is now almost a year since I last posted.

I have moved to a new European Country on the
Mediterranean.

I have been living with my new boyfriend in a
beach-front apartment, and it has been a very
interesting summer. I have met some wonderful young
girls on the beach.

I have also have a girlfriend who has relatives in the
region and together we visited her home region.

We stayed with various cousins in various rural
villages. My friend had some wonderful young cousins.
In one village we stayed several days with one family
with two young sisters of 10 and 12. We shared a
bedroom with the sisters and they were fascinated by
our cosmetics and our nightly love-making. The sisters
were slim, tallish, and olive-skinned with beautiful
hairless bodies. On the second night they sat on the
end of the bed and masturbated while they watched us.

The oldest sister got into bed with us every night
after that and was so sweet and kind.

My friend said that while contact and sex with boys is
strictly taboo, sex among young girls is an open
secret and is considered a good way of keeping girls
safe from boys.

Anyway girls in this rural area are really like girls
at home, as long as sex is safe and fun many of them
enjoy experimenting and playing around.

We also spent a day with another girl cousin in
another village, who looked after the family's sheep
flocks on the hillside above the village. She was
fourteen but some of the other shepherdesses were
10 or 11, they had a great mutual masturbation game
that they would play after lunch and when it was too
hot to walk around. In a dip in the ground among some
bushes with a spring we all stripped off and threw the
cold water over ourselves, the younger girls would
then pretend to sleep while the older girls would
masturbate themselves against the younger girls. It
was really great fun.

This trip was definitely my biggest girl experience
since arriving in my new home.

I hope everyone has been well while I have been away.

'Ildiko'
--------------------------------------------------------
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   [ 1)  Early ASGL-L archives are now up on the web
      at:  http://fly.to/lgl  Always looking for mirror
      web space to host the full archives (about 10Mb).

     2) The new issue of Fresh Petals should be out
      early next week.

     3) Does anyone care to use their credit card to buy
      me an annual $59.95 sub to the http://www.elibrary.com/
      and e-mail me the passwords and access details ? :) ]




'Shy Guy' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Hi Ianthe.

This will be my  first posting to ASGL-L, so I  hope  this  works
correctly.

I  found  this  during  some  surfing recently.   It's  regarding
redesignation   of   pedophilia  by  the   American   Psychiatric
Association to something lesser than a disorder.  It may  be  one
small step towards our liberation... we can only hope.

All  my best, and thanks for all your work on putting this  forum
together.

'Shy Guy'
-----------------------------------------------------------------

   [ Thanks for the cutting, but it was part of the drive by
     the Christian right in the USA to lay the foundation for
     the hysteria over the Rind report, by getting people
     scared that pedophilia was going to be "normalised" by
     the psychiatric establishment in the same manner in
     which homosexuality was. As with most stuff put out
     by the Christian right, it was rather distorted. ]



'Sanctuary' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

I saw K... today as I was passing by her apartment complex on the
bus. She didn't see me, though. When I was done with my errands I
went  back by to see if she was still outside. I don't know which
apartment she lives in but I did see one of her drawings  on  the
sidewalk.  She has always  loved to draw so I gave her a  set  of
artist's tools that we were going to give away. I wasn't able  to
give them to her personally because I only see her once in a rare
while  but my neighbor is one of her relatives so I asked her  to
give the  present to K...  I wish I could see her  more  but  she
doesn't come over much and when she does she doesn't come  to  my
house hardly at all. The last time was very special though and  I
was  hoping to build on that. I hope she likes the art set. Maybe
she'll draw me a picture.

'Sanctuary'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'Ex Astris' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

I've got an idea for the whole t-shirt thing. How about going  to
a  local screen printing shop and getting 'Closet Pedophile'  put
on  one.  I  did  that about 2yrs ago with a bumper  sticker  and
slapped on a jerk's car at work. As I live in a small town in the
conservative midwest, you can get lynched for that type of thing.
But in a college town or larger city you'd probably get a lot  of
laughs.

Okay Bro Chubba, I'll delve into my dark side years for you.  But
first  you  have  to call me Darth Astris and imagine  the  whole
asthmatic breathing thing ;)

It  all started in the summer of '93 when I was 15. My mother had
started  hanging out with an old high school friend  again  named
Rita and she had a 10yr old lg named Cathy. Unknown to us at  the
time, Rita had been pimping off her daughter to white trash  male
friends  since Cathy was 3. Cathy started subtly flirting  around
with  me  since  day 1, and as I was still 'in denial'  about  my
feelings, this was a catalyst to my riven soul. Well one day when
Cathy and I were taking a walk in a corn field she asked if I had
a  girlfriend and all that, finally leading up to me agreeing  to
be  her  boyfriend.  This all had to remain  a  secret  from  our
parents   though.  When  our  parents  and  their  friends   were
socializing we would go for walks, hold hands and kiss. Due to my
15yr old hormones, I had to hide some major erections as a result
of  this!  It inevitably led up to making out and heavy  petting.
Though  I  was always the one to touch her and not the other  way
around,  which  I  found  disappointing at  the  time.  Some  are
probably thinking right now 'that doesn't sound like abuse if she
let him'. But it was more than that.  We would start kissing, and
I would touch her. She froze up and let me, but was by no means a
participant.  In fact, most of the time she closed her  eyes  and
seemed  afraid. I told her I wouldn't hurt her, but her body  and
mind were only programmed to obey and not think about it from the
years  of  abuse.  I would come into her room at  times  late  at
night after she had gone to bed, climb under the covers with  her
and feel her up. She obviously woke up, but would pretend not to.
I would masturbate her until she was soaked with sweat and nearly
hyperventilating.  As I did that, I would pull  my  shorts  down,
take her hand and wrap her fingers around my penis and masturbate
using her hand.

She  talked me into going to church with her a couple  of  times,
even  though  I was an atheist. I could tell her pastor  and  his
wife knew how heavily we were involved by the way they looked  at
me.  But  no  one  ever  said anything about  it  or  called  the
authorities.

--

About  'coming out' to your friend, that is entirely a  judgement
call  on  your  part. You have to consider how much  damage  this
person  could potentially do to your life if he decided  to  tell
others,  and  how  much of a possibility that  is.  I  have  some
friends who have taken it very well and are very supportive,  and
others who betrayed my confidence and did considerable damage  to
my  life. When I commuted to work in a city not far from here,  I
told  a  couple of women at work. Neither of them knew the  other
knew,  and  I was experimenting as to how they would  handle  the
information. One was a very pretty medical student  and  took  it
very well with captivated interest. She would probe me constantly
for  details of my history as a girl lover, childhood experiences
and  fantasies.  She even told me once that if it were legal  she
would like to watch me be intimate with a lg. The other woman, on
the  other  hand was very protective over me from  then  on.  She
always watch everyone else as if they might know and blurt it out
to  everyone at any given moment. She became highly paranoid  and
fearful  for my safety. Both reacted in positive ways to me,  but
totally differently. What's scary is, that no matter how well and
how  long you think you know a person, things can totally  change
once they know. It's a risk, but if you do find a person who  can
handle  confidential matter responsibly and maturely and who  can
support  you,  then  it's worth the effort.  Fortunately  I  have
some, and it makes my life 100% more liveable.

--

Thanks  for the input, 'Rational'. I agree that if I were not  in
such  denial  as  a result of irrational (no pun  intended)  fear
regarding  my  feelings, I would probably not  have  abused.  But
being  all  bottled  up like that resulted  in  an  inappropriate
method of venting my frustrations.

--

Tr'Pakh: That sounds Klingon more than Vulcan, if you don't  mind
me saying.  What does it mean?

--

To 'Rasputin's Dog', On your thought of wanting to be a lg; I had
that desire frequently prior to puberty, but not after. Now all I
want to be is a little boy so I can go out and play with the kids
in  my  apartment community without gathering unwanted attention.
It's maddening to stay inside while they're out there having  all
the fun.

--

It  sounds  like you're a very lucky man, Ildiko.  What  European
country do you live in?

Hugs,

'Ex Astris'
-----------------------------------------------------------------

   [ Ildiko is a woman :-) ]




'Ramses' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

'Fruitcake Boy' wrote:
>Funny  thing happened the other day. At school here,  there's  a
>group for Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender, and 'Questioning'
>students.  Well,  I  was with this other guy (also  named  Mike,
>coincidentally) and I made some smart-ass comment about one  for
>the  posters this group had put up. Basically, my words were  to
>the  effect of "What? No pedophiles?" Well, now this dude always
>calls  me  a pedophile (more or less jokingly) when ever  I  see
>him... ya think he knows?

Well  there is an old saying 'In jest there is truth'.   However,
it  can't  be  more  than  a passing suspicion  unless  he  knows
something else about you to back it up.

A lot of friends of this girl I know can never seem to figure out
that  she's  a lesbian, despite all the obvious clues  she  gives
off.   She  even has posters of females in her room,  but  people
generally  dismiss  their initial suspicion thinking  that  she's
just a fan.  There's always plausible deniability unless there is
concrete evidence.

>Someone  mentioned a t-shirt with "No one knows I'm a pedophile"
>on  it.  That  sounds pretty cool. Plus, you could probably  get
>away  with that at college. Actually, most people would probably
>consider it a joke.

Yes,  but  many  will also consider it to be  a  tasteless  joke,
considering how uptight some people are about the subject.

'Ramses'
-----------------------------------------------------------------




'Pale Rider' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Well,  I'm  glad  to be back.  I now have a handle  (per  another
poster's  recommendation).  I had a great  experience  this  last
weekend that I wanted to share with everyone.  I had my 5  and  7
yr old niece come over this last weekend and it was great fun!  I
was originally expecting these girls' mom and dad to arrive early
Friday,  but  instead  they arrived late.   Actually,  too  late,
because  they  had to go straight to bed.  :(   Still,  I  had  a
chance to make their beds and get them settled in.  But the  next
morning was wonderful.  They were in their nightgowns and woke up
way  before mom and dad did, so we got some great play  time  in.
The  youngest one wanted me to throw her up in the air  and  then
catch her, which of course I did with glee.   Any chance to  hold
her in my arms, I would go for it.  After I did this a few times,
she  said  "You're gonna see my panties"!  I never did see  them,
but  she told me what color they were and I went right along.   I
picked  her  up  several times and held her close.   She  was  so
sweet!  Several times before this occasion she had kissed  me  on
the  lips and called a few of the kisses where she did it  for  a
long  time  a "movie kiss".  But this time she didn't.   We  just
romped and played and tickled and giggled and all those wonderful
things.  Her older sister thought it was great fun when I started
playing  on  the  floor  so she jumped up  and  down  on  me  and
straddled my shoulders.  Once she got up there she DID  NOT  want
to get down.  Of course I didn't mind this at all.  She seemed to
enjoy  it  when I rocked her back and forth on my  shoulders.   I
rubbed  her feet and caressed her legs and held her hands.   Wow!

What  a great time we had. We all had turns on the computer, too,
so  this gave me a chance to have them sit between my legs and  I
would  tickle their backs and play with their hair.  It was  neat
to see that they kept wanting to be close to me.  They could tell
that  I  was loving them and they wanted more and more.  Both  of
these  girls  are  tall and slender for their  ages.   They  have
golden brown skin and hair and their eyes are a stunning shade of
brown.  And  to top it all off, they are SO SWEET.  I could  just
play with them and kiss them all day long.

Well, just had to share that with everyone. I hope they come over
again soon.

Take care everyone.

'Pale Rider'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'Spike' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

I just want to comment on couple of things,

Brother Chubba wrote:
>You  say  I'm lucky but you're pretty lucky yourself!  not  only
>does  she  seem Interested, but her family trusts you enough  to
>BATHE her (I don't even get that privilege and I'm practically a
>son  to  her  mother),  and  DRY her, AND  DRESS  her!  In  your
>situation  with  the hair, I know what you went  through,  Sarah
>seeing  my  'thing',  as your girl likes to  put  it,  was  quite
>accidental. We were cuddling each other under our night  clothes
>(I  wear  pyjama  shorts in bed) and just as  I  manoeuvred  the
>blanket  to keep me a bit warmer, as it was lifted up, I  popped
>out  of  my  shorts  right before Sarah's  eyes!  (oh  dear  I'm
>devastated ;>)

My  response: Well, the "family" only consists of her dad. If you
followed my posts, I don't if you did or didn't, but if you  have
you would know that her mom left her dad and her. I moved in last
summer  to  help  out  to  watch her (her  dad  works  some  long
hours... so  do I but their opposite his shift) so I have  to  do
some of things that her dad would do if he was there. If I didn't
do who would?

Anyways,  a  little  update  on  her.  She  is  still  very  much
interested and she actually looked at "it" the other day.  I  was
in  heaven, and I didn't make her do anything. She was curious of
what  it does. She asked me a bunch of questions about it. I have
already  sat down with her and explained that other adults  don't
like  to talk about such things and she shouldn't mention any  of
the  things that I do with her and I let her do to me, to  anyone
else. I didn't use the word "secret" but I did make it clear that
I  didn't  want anyone to know what I was letting her do  to  and
vice versa. She got the message very clear and she hugged me  and
let  me know that wouldn't let anyone know about we do. I  am  in
heaven :)

>I  have a date with Sarah next Friday night, I am very attracted
>to her mom,  but Kristi is the one I love.  I wish you luck with
>both  (but isn't that betraying the girl you live with a little,
>I personally consider Sarah (MY Sarah) my girlfriend)"

My   Response:  Well  not  really.  I  have  feelings  for  Megan
obviously, but I don't feel that I consider myself in "love" with
her.  If  I  am  in  love with her, then it's  a  different  love
(paternal with sexual overtones, maybe?) I don't know. It's  hard
to  explain.  Anyways, I don't feel that I am  in  betraying  her
whatsoever. BTW... the date was good, we went to a movie and some
dinner  afterwards. Sarah was very interesting, and I had a  good
time.  When  we  got back Kristi's babysitter was asleep  on  the
couch  and  Kristi  was  watching T.V....  some  babysitter  huh?
Kristi was wearing the cutest little pajamas I have ever seen. It
was  white, and consists of really loose shorts and a half halter
top.  Designed  for comfort, it really highlighted  her features.

After  waking  up  the babysitter and telling her  that  she  was
fired,  and  throwing her out, I kindly offered  to  babysit  her
whenever  needed.  I  have a date with Sarah  again  this  coming
Friday, but this time we're taking Kristi along, and we're  going
to  Putt  Putt!  This  Saturday night, I am supposed  to  babysit
Kristi because Sarah has to work late shift!!

>I'm  afraid I can't tell whether this was a post by the  'Spike'
>above,  or  a   completely different human being,  but  for  the
>purpose  of this reply I will  assume they are one and the  same
>(sorry if I'm wrong).

Yes,  "one and the same" :)  I was so excited about what happened
that I got a little  confused...  sorry  I  will try to keep with
one name from now on.

>You  see  Spike, it can and does happen of it's own  accord,  no
>watching  for   signs needed, just straight to the point.  Megan
>sounds  great, just as fun as  my Sarah is, I think you'll  have
>some  good times to come with her :)   My Sarah doesn't seem  to
>want to rub too much, she just likes to hug me  while sitting on
>my  lap  (naked or clothed) but to be quite honest, I  like  that
>too! I can't imagine Sarah's reaction if she saw me ejaculate  -
>she'd probably think I'd wet myself! :)

My response:    I know all of that. What I meant was that I watch
Megan  with caution, see what boundaries I have. I don't want  to
go  over the line. There are certain signals that I watch  and  I
try  to avoid certain things. I don't want to scare her off,  nor
to  do  anything that might hurt her. I can't explain what  I  am
trying to do, it's real hard to explain my feelings. Megan  likes
to rub. She also sits down on my lap  (naked or clothed)  and she
also  likes  for me to rub her with cotton balls in  between  her
legs.  This started about a month ago, she had used the  bathroom
(peed) and we ran out of toilet paper. She called me in and asked
for  toilet  paper,  and  there was none.  So,  in  a  moment  of
inspiration,  I grabbed a handful of cotton balls,  and  I  wiped
her. She really liked it and from then on, whenever she pees  she
uses cotton balls and wants me to wipe her with them. It was only
2  weeks ago that she came in with a handful of cotton balls  and
totally  naked and climbed up on my lap and asked me to  rub  her
the  cotton balls. I asked her why, and she said because it feels
good. Needless to say I didn't protest.

>"hmmmmmm... I was thinking of 'coming out' to this friend,  what
>do you think?"

My  response:  Well, that's a tough question to  answer.  It  all
depends. He seems to be opened to the idea of our way of life.  I
don't know, maybe he's a "closet" pedophile to, you think?

--

'Rational' wrote:
>I  think  I  can remember a few people talking about the  things
>that  happen (for good and bad) when you relate to both  a  girl
>and  her  mom...  That is one to be real careful about.  Anyway,
>good luck!

My  response:  Thanks, I don't know how things are going to  turn
out,  but  as I said above, I have a date with both this  Friday,
and also Saturday with Kristi! Thanks for wishing me good luck!

>D.A. mentioned he liked to play with dolls. Well, I did not play
>as  a  child  but  now  I really like to  play  with  dolls"

My response:  Do not take this the wrong way... but why?  I play
with dolls because Megan wants me to, but by myself, no I don't.

--

'Ex Astris' wrote:
>Congratulations  'Spike  232!'  I'm  transferring  to  a  bigger
>apartment  in  my  complex to accommodate my mother.  And  as  a
>result  I'll  be only two doors  down from a beautiful  9yr  old
>named  Becky I've been friends with for a while  now. I'm hoping
>being  closer will mean seeing each other more often, and  maybe
>lead to something. Wish me luck!

My  response: Thanks! Good luck to you, I think 9 yrs old is  the
perfect  age  for a girl. That's my opinion and ONLY my  opinion.
Someone on the list said something about a t-shirt that says  "No
one  knows  that I am a Pedophile" I think that a lot  of  people
would  take that as a smart-ass t-shirt but hey, it might  strike
up  a  conversation. That would be a perfect shirt for  "National
Pedo Day" how about that?

'Spike'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'lg-DrEaMeR' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Hello  all!  I've just returned from a long needed vacation,  and
decided it's time for me to post. I  have only posted maybe twice
my whole time here...

I  have  a question which I'm sure has been discussed many times,
and  that  question  is,  what is everyone's  moral  standing  or
opinion  on underage nudity? I for one, DO have pictures of  nude
lg that are considered "art". Pictures of girls posing with other
girls  not in a sexual pose. I feel this type of picture is quite
acceptable, as the child is both willing and understands  usually
what  is  going on. The stuff I don't like would be what  I  call
"child  abuse pornography". That is pretty self-explanatory...  I
am  an  active  member of an anti-child porn group based  on  the
Internet,  although I do receive a lot of criticism regarding  my
orientation. I am there to make sure the right type  of  material
is  disposed  of.. But that's where I am kind of stuck.  Everyone
has  a  different  opinion on what type  of  underage  nudity  is
acceptable or not, and many members of the group would  like  ALL
of  it  removed. But that would of course infringe on free speech
in certain areas, the US being one of them.

So.. Anyone have any comments on that..?? I'm just stuck here  an
thought  maybe you all could give me some advice. I  haven't  had
that long to deal with myself...    I'm still a teenager and have
only known about myself for several years. Thanks.

'lg-DrEaMeR'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'DaveBoy' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Ianthe.  For  the  last  couple of postings,  I've  been  getting
repeated  stuff from previous posts so my downloads  are  getting
bigger  and  bigger!!, is this something  your  end  or  with  my
service?

  [ Sounds like it's your service ?  But I'm not sure what you
    mean when you say "repeated stuff from previous posts" ? ]

--

Extract  from an article in UK's 'PC Pro' magazine November 1999,
written  by  Angus Hamilton (Solicitor whose firm specialises  in
data  protection, Internet regulation, computers and the law  and
litigation....

_What To Do If Computer Equipment Is Seized_

... "It's  interesting  to  note, with respect  to   the   police
investigations  into child pornography, that 'simple'  possession
of such material isn't an 'arrestable' offence - that is, save in
exceptional circumstances, the police can't arrest you  and  haul
you  off  to  the  police station . In order to get  around  this
restriction,  in recent raids the police have come  up  with  the
notion  that people suspected of simple possession have  in  fact
'aided  and  abetted',  or  incited  the  distribution  of   such
material. In other words, if someone is in possession of material
they  must have asked for it, or ordered it, or otherwise  agreed
to recieve it and those actions have 'assisted' the distribution.
The only reason the police claim this is because the distribution
of  (as  opposed to possession of) such material is an arrestable
offence."

--

Wow!!... just caught the last 60 seconds of a TV program on  BBC2
entitled  "The Bones Of Colonel Fawcett" (Friday  night).   Dunno
what  it  was all about but it finished with some cute  LGs  (and
LBs) just as Free As Nature Intended!!.... say no more... but  if
any  others saw it... they'll understand. It continues next  week
but  I  doubt we'll see anything like that again...  but  I  WILL
check anyway ;-)

--

'Liberator' wrote:
>One interesting memory from when I was about 8 is an educational
>TV  show  for  kids  about masturbation. It explained  what  you
>should  do  to  make yourself feel good and showed an  animation
>about it, for both girls and boys. I know it sounds unbelievable
>that such a show could be shown on TV and sometimes I wonder  if
>it was just a dream of a perverted little boy :)

Hi Liberator, I remember you from PLF (What happened to that?)  I
wonder if the TV program you refer to is the one I remember being
shown over here (U.K.) in the early 80's, it was introduced by  a
Scottish guy with a very deadpan expression and was designed  for
the School education market. There was a whole series of them and
they  always  used these animated drawings of kids  to  show  all
about  the 'birds & bees' BTW... I (and others, I'm sure) enjoyed
your  post,  there may be some comments about your  actions  with
that  18  month  old, I take your point about her not  being  old
enough  to  remember  / be affected, but I trust  you  were  VERY
gentle  in  your  approach. The morals of such an  act  are  very
questionable, I have considered a similar situation, for example,
where a LG was asleep and one took the advantage of rolling  back
the  bedclothes, raising the nighty and having a nice few minutes
of  oral self gratification, in the firm belief, of course,  that
as  the LG is asleep, she would know nothing of what happened and
therefor not end up with any mental scars / guilt etc. Like  many
of  these  situations, it's a tricky one for our  conscience  and
decisions have to be made when the opportunities arise ...   nuff
said. As usual, your English is excellent!.

--

'Daveboy' (again) writes:

I wrote:
>  Wow!!...  just caught the last 60 seconds of a TV  program  on
>BBC2  entitled " The Bones Of Colonel Fawcett "  (Friday  night)
>Dunno  what it was all about but it finished with some cute  LGs
>(and  LBs) just as free as Nature Intended!!.... say no  more...
>but if any others saw it... they'll understand.
>
> It continues next week but I doubt we'll see anything like that
>again... but I WILL check anyway ;-)

How  WRONG I was!!!... Have just watched the second program  this
week,  And nearly every scene, almost without exception, featured
just   what  we love to see!!!  By the end of the program  I  was
going  into overload... This program is filmed by Benedict  Allen
who  travels up the Amazon to meet with the Kalapalo people.  I'm
not trying to slur anyone's character here but I can't understand
WHY  almost every scene featured bare LGs and LBs and  even  some
close  up shots of genitalia and one LB urinating, you just  HAVE
to  have  seen that program!! That guy is one hell  of  a  'jammy
ba***rd'!!!

From now on, it's definitely got to be on my 'unmissable' list...

--

(?) wrote:
>I  have come to the conclusion that when I decided at the age of
>9-10  that  I  didn't  want to grow up, I  really  meant  it.  I
>remember  dreading the responsibilities of a grown  up.  I  knew
>lots  of other kids that looked forward to being an adult, but  I
>didn't.  I wanted to stay a kid and play with my toys and  watch
>cartoons  and do kid things forever. And throughout  high-school
>and college, I play-acted like I was a grown up, but in reality,
>I  still  had  an intense desire to go back to that stage  in  my
>life <snip>

For  me, it was when I was 13, I'm now 13 years old with 30 years
experience!  All I can say is 'ditto' to the rest of  your  post,
thanks.

--

'D.A.' wrote:
>She had a playhouse out in the backyard where we would play with
>her  dolls  and other toys. A boy playing with lg's dolls?  That
>would horrify some people and it's not the sort of thing I  ever
>thought I would want to admit. <snip>

I now recall that I also had a thing about Dolls in my childhood,
when I was around 7y/o. I remember pleading with my mum to get me
one of those dolls that you could feed with a bottle and it would
wet  it's knickers! I think it was called a 'Wet'em Doll' I  used
to  strip  her clothes off, force water into her mouth with  this
little bottle and then watch as she 'peed' it out, getting really
excited... I also remember going into the loo (john?) and holding
my willy upwards, stopping it off with a tissue and gently peeing
so that it ran down and off the base of my little balls .... just
like  how a LG pees!! What kind of perverted, twisted little  kid
WAS  I?  For the benefit of the newbies on here, I'm now  married
with  3  kids  and  'As  Straight As  A  Die'...  other  than  my
disgusting paedophilic perversion, that is! 8-)

--

'johnsmith' (Jack) wrote:
<snip>
>a  common  thread struck me recently and that is the  desire  to
>make  some sort of >statement about our feelings. I love the 'Go-
>Pre'  T-shirt's  !!!  I have a tattoo that I want  covered  with
>something  else and I was thinking about what sort of  symbolism
>would  define  pedophilia  without  being  too  obvious...  maybe
>stylised LGL initials ? <snip>

If  I  saw  the  letters  'LGL' anywhere, I  would  certainly  be
curious,  but  if I stopped you in the street and asked  you  the
origin, would you be able to say? And ... if not .... neither  of
us  would be any the wiser! I doubt that I would have the courage
to  push it further. Thinking about it though... how many  people
WOULD  ask about it? ... ... unless, of course....! I work  in  a
very  public place where I meet lots of new people every  day,  I
have  thought of putting  the message  "LGLs Welcome" on a moving
message  sign that is there, but I wouldn't be able to  tell  the
truth  if  I  was challenged. I suppose we could  have  a  secret
handshake  that  would convey our interest  to  other like-minded
souls  or  just be ignored by those that didn't know...  but  ...
obviously  ...  if  just one Pedo-basher got to  know  about  the
handshake...  none  of us would be safe. Does  anyone  else  find
themselves  dropping more and more hints to people,  as  if  they
want  them  to know about our orientation ? Yep!... I thought  it
was just me being foolish!

'Daveboy'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'Snow Fairy' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

I should tell you about Meli.     In the country  where I live we
have  very many servant girls, little girls who get abandoned  or
maybe  there  mother wants them to work in the house  of  a  rich
family.  Many of these girls get abused in the way that they  get
forced to have sex with men they don't want to and that makes  me
sick. Because they don't want to. And a couple times I have taken
those  girls away from abuse situation and they can  stay  in  my
house and eat, and play and I never bother them, and I guess that
is because I know that they don't want to be bothered. One time I
even  took in a 12 year old girl who was selling her sex  in  the
market and stealing. I got her from the police station where  she
got  arrested and they couldn't find a place for her. She  didn't
want to be bothered. She wanted a safe place, but also she wanted
to  keep stealing. Funny, I can't remember her name but she  told
me things about how her father and these men in the market did to
her, that made me think...

That is why I should tell you about Meli who is 10 years old  now
and lived with me since she was about 6 months old. Meli was left
with  me by a very young girl who didn't want a baby. I made  all
the documents so she is my daughter. I have a good lawyer. And  I
change  all the diapers and make the bottle and hire some servant
girls  to  help and then she started to walk and talk and  go  to
kindergarten.  And all this time she call me papa and  trusts  me
completely. And funny that I never felt anything sexual with  her
at all.

Once   when   she  was  4,  I  had  a  12  year  old,   Pali,   a
girlfriend/servant girl who lived with me. 12 in  my  country  is
still  a  little  girl, and Meli was very  jealous.  Pali  was  a
servant girl but the only thing she ever did was keep me company.
Also around then there were Americans in my neighbourhood working
for  development agency and I invited them over  for  some  beers
since I can speak good English and can translate. Well it got  to
be  a  "big  mess"  because I didn't know t! hat American  people
think having a 12 year old girl friend was perverted, and I  lost
a  good job and had to move. Pali ended up at an orphan home. The
funny  thing is that Pali told me a couple years later  that  the
woman  who ran the development agency slept with her more than  I
did.   I hear she graduated now from high school and that is very
rare  for  girls here.  But in my country the state doesn't  take
away  our  daughters very much because there is no place  to  put
them except the street.

So  Meli,  4  then, stayed and now she is in a very good  private
school  and  has friends over mostly everyday, and to sleep  over
and she plays sports and is very smart and pretty. But it is very
true  that I never feel, or felt anything sexually exciting about
Meli.  I love her so much and I think that loving her so  much  I
have  what I need. Even her little friends, they are very pretty,
very erotic even with their big eyes and soft skin, but I not any
longer  need the kind of thing that I did before. The  girls  are
fun.  Meli and I do hug very purely when she goes to sleep, and I
kiss  her hair and her cheek like that. But I think with all this
love I find what I need. And Meli's mother, who is older now  and
has a husband and more babies comes around about twice a year  to
visit and borrow some money.  I am old now and maybe that is  one
thing!  That little girls still love me anyway. But now for  many
years little girls love me but not to desire some fondling,  just
to love me and I am the same. I have little girls at home all the
time  but it is just fun and I am not afraid anymore like  I  was
after the "big mess"because I can love them and not be driven as
I  used to be. I have a very long time loving little girls,  more
than  many  of  you are alive. I can remember being  in  love  so
strongly so many times.

I want to answer one thing someone said - about why I didn't stay
in  the shower with Alicia and left her dress there. I feel  that
any  little girl should feel free to put on or take off her dress
when  she wants to by her own wanting. I want the little girl  to
feel  very free. So I always tried to be very not pushy and  even
when  they are very aroused I always ask if they want to and make
sure  that they know that if they don't want to I loved them  the
same.  Nobody should feel trapped to feel she has to  or  has  to
not,  especially a little girl. And one thing someone just  asked
about  wanting to be a little girl. Now that really  sounds  like
fun but only if I had someone that really cared about me, because
most  little  girls in our country have very much to  suffer.  My
goal  is to have no little children suffer, but I'm afraid it  is
only  a  fairy  fantasy. Ahhh, but I remember Susi, maybe  thirty
five or forty years ago. I still have a picture of her.

'Snow Fairy'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'Gentle Ben' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Someone asked:
>What is "the suit?" Sounds like a medieval ...

A variation, certainly. visualize knickers sewn to  t-shirt, with
just  a  bit of an opening at the rear so that once you 'get  in'
you  cannot  'drop your drawers', or otherwise flash,  expose  or
whatever,  without completely disrobing. this is a restraint  for
active  pedos,  who  cruise  the streets,  around  school  yards.
certainly not a respectable action for a true GL. The Courts were
quite  in favour of this therapy which was started  by  a  former
offender,  and under the guise of Sex Offenders Anonymous.  As  I
said, I prefer nothing under the trousers, and have never cruised
streets  looking  for yg. (Not that I'm in a  position  to  judge
those  who  do,  nevertheless that appears  abusive  rather  than
passive.

'Gentle Ben'
-----------------------------------------------------------------




'CTR1' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

'Easy Rider' wrote:
>I  can tell you this for sure: if you foster and understand  you
>friend's desires you can grow closer to him. I recently  saw  an
>old  lover of mine I had known as a teenager. She was  aware  of
>all  my feelings about this. We went to dinner one night  and  a
>young girl came into the restaurant. She let me change seats  so
>I could watch the girl.  This was so beautiful.

>To some extent you can be his lg, in fantasy, in the way you let
>him  make love to you, in the way you let him talk to you.  This
>will  gain you a lot more love and attention than slapping  him,
>believe me. It will not take away his attraction to lg's, but it
>will  allow  you to love him and be loved by him to  the  extent
>that that is possible.

Hi Easy Rider,

I miss you, my long lost internet friend. Everything's OK here...
please  write  me to both addy's that are still active...    Have
not  seen  my beloved since last spring...  Her sweet  innocence,
beautiful  voice  is only a good memory right now...    But  soon
I'll  see  her again,  she's 9 almost 10 right now...   The  most
beautiful  angel in the world...  I'll give you the details,   on
the  other hand,   Talked to the FFB yesterday and J has gone  on
her "first date" last night...

'CTR1'
-----------------------------------------------------------------




'?' wrote [ and I can't reply since his mail is bouncing ]
-----------------------------------------------------------------

While I understand  editing is neccessary   (I  was  a  newspaper
writer at one time),  I would  like an explaination  as to why my
Ann Landers article was edited out and my query was ignored.

'?'
-----------------------------------------------------------------

  [ Her guidelines seemed so saturated with middle-American
    Christian-rightist assumptions that I thought it best
    to leave it out, lest the bias start some kind of
    flame-war. ]
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USA:
----------------------------------------------------------------

October 1999

_'She' posed as a 'he' to seduce girls_

A woman who posed as a young man to befriend young girls
and had sex with them using a dildo has asked the judge to
rule she was not criminally responsible for her actions.

Kelly Ann L[..] , 22, who visited the Internet chat rooms as
"Smurf" is on trial for sexual interference.

Although prosecuting just one of several sex-crime charges
laid against L[..] last spring, Crown attorney Bryan
Davies, in an agreed statment of facts, outlined L[..] 's
previous relationships with young girls from 1994 to 1999.

One 15-year-old told police she believed she was dating a
19-year-old man. In a video-tape seized by detectives, it
was revealed that L[..] "used an imitation penis, attached
to her body, which she concealed using boxer shorts,"
Davies said.

Davies noted the incident occurred while L[..] was serving
a one-year conditional sentence in the community for
minor harassment of a 14-year-old girl. She had been ordered
in May 1998 to refrain from contact with any female under
age 16.

L[..] , wearing a blue sweat top and camouflage pants,
curled her lips and smiled at family as she entered court
in shackels. She listened intently.

Court heard L[..] met a 12-year-old girl through a friend
who had chatted with "Kelly Slater" and "Kelly Smurf" on
the Internet. At a get-together in January 1999, the girl
ended up in bed with "15-year-old Kelly" and they had sex.
A friend walked in while the two were making love.

The next day, the girl learned her friend had obtained from
the Internet a birth certificate showing Kelly Andrew
Slater was born in 1977.

Police were called to investigate what was thought to be
the sexual assault of an underage girl by a 21-year-old
man. The 12 year old refused a rape-kit test, but turned
over to police a condom.

When Det. Jim Douglass and Det. James Haas went to an
E[.....] apartment to locate Slater, they learned from the
superintendent that "Kelly" was in fact a girl who looked
and dressed like a boy. They seized a laptop computer, two
dildos and letter in which L[..] admitted she knew that she
was having sex with a 12-year-old girl.

The detectives discovered that L[..] was "on file" with
Toronto Police as a bisexual who used the alias Kelly
Slater, Davis said.

They also found L[..] had been the focus of a 1994 police
investigation in which a young girl, whose name had appeared
in the credits of a television show, told police that she
had been harrassed for an autograph by someone named Kelly
Slater.

Three years later, a 14-year-old girl complained to police
that she recived harrassing phone calls from L[..] .

Officers cautioned L[..] .

Then, in April 1997, police were summoned to investigate
allegations that child pornography was being made at a
Warrander Ave. apartment in E[.....]. Detectives scooped
videos showing L[..] having sex with girls aged 14 and 15.

Another teenage girl to call the D[....] sex-assault squad.
She told police she dated a 19-year-old "man" nicknamed
Smurf for six months in 1998 and had sex with him about
six times.

Police intercepted letters penned by L[..] while she was in
custody. In one she wrote: "The law sucks. Not all laws.
I'm just complaining about the age of consent. I don't
think the law has a right to decide when somebody has the
right to have sex. I like to have sex with girls -- just a
little younger."

In another, she wrote: "I still love her (the 12-year-old).
I know what I did was illegal. I made a mistake by having
sex with (her) but I don't regret anything."

Federoff said L[..] "repeatedly will say that what she did
was morally acceptable and common."

Federoff said he did not consider L[..] a sexual predator.

The hearing continues.

----------------------------------------------------------------



USA:
----------------------------------------------------------------

_Satanic abuse therapist set for trial in November_

The trial of the State of Illinois Department of Professional
Regulation v Bennett Braun, M.D. is scheduled to begin in
early November.

Bennett Braun, MD has surrendered his license for two years in
a plea bargain with the Illinois Department of Professional
Regulation.  Dr. Braun was accused of implanting memories of
satanic ritual abuse in former patient, Patricia Burgus. The
plea agreement also includes a 5-year probation should Braun
decide to return to practice. The plea agreement also states
that the original complaint against Dr. Braun will follow him
for the rest of his life.

The complaint and full background stories can be found on the
FMSF web site:
<A HREF="http://www.FMSFonline.org">www.FMSFonline.org</A>

Dr. Braun is suing his former attorney and various insurance
companies. He claims that his career was ruined in 1997 when
they settled a widely publicized malpractice suit against
him without his consent. The lawsuit brought by Patricia
Burgus and her two children was settled out of court for
$10.6 million, with $4.75 million of that amount assessed
to Braun.

Braun also faces other malpractice suits and the Illinois
Department of Professional Regulation's investigation that
may result in termination of his medical license.

----------------------------------------------------------------



UK:
----------------------------------------------------------------

October 1999

_CALL FOR SPECIALIST PROSECUTORS IN SEX ABUSE CASES_

TEAMS OF specialist child abuse prosecutors should be set
up by the Crown Prosecution Service because not enough
cases come to trial, according to a Home Office report
released yesterday.

An official study of how police and prosecutors dealt with
94 cases of alleged child abuse found that only in 14 was
there enough evidence to put the case before a jury.

The researchers for the Home Office, from the department of
law at the University of Bristol, examined 94 cases, both
physical and sexual, involving 124 complainants from two
police force areas. In all but one case, the complainant
knew the alleged abuser. Of the 14 cases that came before
a jury, only five led to a guilty verdict.

One CPS lawyer told the study there were "political
pressures" to bring more prosecutions against child
abusers. But she cautioned: "What do the public get out
of it? We're not just here to gratify a desire to
prosecute perverts."

The Bristol team also found that police officers were
often unclear about what they could legally ask children.
The report said that a memorandum of good practice, used
by police child protection units, is out of date and
recommended that it be revised.

----------------------------------------------------------------



UK:
------------------------------------------------------------

10th October 1999

_Blunkett warning on children's web danger_

Schools should carry out spot checks on pupils' use of the
Internet to make sure they are not viewing "inappropriate"
material, Education Secretary David Blunkett is to suggest
in official guidance.

In schools, children found using computers to gain access
to such material could be denied use of the web, Mr
Blunkett says.

The sanction could be part of contracts drawn up between
schools, children and parents, similar to those already
being pioneered in a number of schools.

In some cases, children are already being warned that
misuse of computer equipment could result in exclusion.

An information pack will advise both teachers and parents
on how to prevent children abusing computers, and explain
how to prevent paedophiles making contact with children
by e-mail.

Demos, a government think-tank, recently released a report
aimed at radically overhauling the school curriculum. The
Demos report recommended that 50 percent of the traditional
curriculum be cut to enable schools to realise the full
potential of Internet learning.  However, even the target
of one internet connection per school has yet to be achieved.

----------------------------------------------------------------



UK: Headline from 'The Express':
----------------------------------------------------------------

4th Oct 99

_OFFENDERS TO FEEL SHAME OF THE CHAIN GANG_

Jack Straw is considering plans to make offenders were
chain gang-style uniforms when they carry out community
service.

and another from _The People_

_KIDS MADE TO CLOCK IN AT SCHOOL_

Children will be forced to "clock in" at school as part
of a 12 UKP million purge on truancy and paedophiles.

----------------------------------------------------------------



Europe:
----------------------------------------------------------------

October 4 1999

_EU plans steps toward unified legal system_

MINISTERS in Brussels will today put the finishing
touches to a five-year programme to create a "European Area
of Justice", which diplomats are comparing in scope to the
single currency.

The programme, to be launched at next week's European Union
summit in Finland envisages that court rulings in one
member state will be recognised throughout the EU and that
suspected criminals will be repatriated without the need
for court proceedings.

While Britain and other states are opposed to full-scale
harmonisation, the prime minister is to demand the end
of extradition inside the European Union.  A plan to be
presented by Tony Blair next week, could stop criminals
fleeing abroad to avoid justice.

However, the measures, which could be implemented within
five years, mean that foreign prosecutors within the EU
could demand the arrest of British citizens at home and
their deportation to stand trial without any appeal to
the British courts.

----------------------------------------------------------------

   [ Note the use of the term "*suspected* criminals" ... :(
     Yet another proposed erosion of civil liberties by
     unelected diplomats. ]




Europe: technology
----------------------------------------------------------------

07th October 1999

_Space age comms in a bag from BT_

A mobile satellite communications system in a briefcase-size
package, complete with a GSM-style pricing model has been
launched by British Telecom.

BT Satalan is a lightweight terminal that combines voice,
fax, and ISDN at high-speeds. BT claims it can provide
studio-quality voice transmission, store-and-forward video,
and the Internet at LAN speeds.

The system operates at up to 64Kbit/s across BT's global
network of Land Earth Stations.

Before you place your order for a space-age briefcase, make
sure you have around 6,000 UKP to spare per terminal - but
prices are expected to drop over the next two years.

----------------------------------------------------------------



Australia:
----------------------------------------------------------------

5th October 1999

_Civil liberty group rejects police phone tapping powers_

A civil liberties group says crime fighting bodies are trying
to scare Queensland politicians into introducing phone
tapping laws.

A Parliamentary Criminal Justice Committee hearing is
considering whether Queensland's crime fighting agencies
should be allowed to tap phones.

Queensland is the only mainland State which does not allow
telephone interception.

The chairman of the CJC, Brendan Butler, has told a
Parliamentary Committee that powers to tap phones and
e-mails might help law enforcement agencies tackle serious
crime, such as paedophilia.

"In the case of paedophilia we can't act as protectively
as we might be able to." he said.

However Terry O'Gorman from the Queensland Council for
Civil Liberties says that argument is a furphy.

"Where is his evidence that because e-mails cannot at the
moment be intercepted, that somehow or other paedophiles
are going free?" Mr O'Gorman said.

"That is simply a scare tactic designed to frighten
Queensland politicians into granting these extraordinary
powers."

A spokesman for Police Minister Tom Barton says the
Government is developing changes to the laws on
phone-tapping, but cannot release details at this stage.

However, the spokesman says legislation may be introduced
to parliament before the end of the year.

--

The Queensland Coalition will move in Parliament to force
the State Government to introduce stricter laws for child
sex offenders.

The Premier says he will consider any recommendations from
the Crime Commission about how to screen paedophiles who
are infiltrating community and childcare organisations.

The Opposition later this month will move to ask the
Government to make it a criminal offence for child sex
offenders to work in an environment which involves
children.

Justice spokesman Lawrence Springborg says he will
introduce a Private Member's Bill if this fails.

----------------------------------------------------------------



USA:
----------------------------------------------------------------

_NYPD Sergeant Faces Child Porn Sting Charges_

7th October 1999

NEW YORK -- A New York City police supervisor was charged
Wednesday with downloading child pornography from the
Internet and sending the material to other users.  Sgt.
Sean T[..], 31, an eight-year veteran assigned to the
66th Precinct in Brooklyn, was charged with several
counts including "promoting" an obscene sexual performance
by a child -- and possession of child pornography.

T[..] was immediately suspended from the department
without pay pending an investigation by the internal
affairs bureau, said Detective Joseph Pentangelo, a police
spokesman.

Police officials said they were uncertain as to the form
the illegal images took or even if T[..] was in possession
of computer files or hard copies of child pornography. It
was also unclear whether a recently formed computer crimes
unit had taken part in the sting that led to T[..]' arrest.

------------------------------------------------------------



USA:
------------------------------------------------------------

_Madchen in Uniform _

New York City mandates wearing of school uniforms

The New York City public school system has libraries
without books, and 52,000 extra children stuffed into
its classrooms. Some kids have to double up on textbooks
and can't take them home overnight. Art, music, gym,
guidance counselors, nurses -- remember school
nurses? -- have died the death of a thousand cuts.

Teachers often lack proper certification, classes are
huge, buildings dilapidated -- last winter a girl was
killed by falling debris at an elementary school in
Brooklyn. The boys haven't taken to mowing the girls down
with assault rifles yet, but there's a steady trickle of
sexual cases.

Fortunately, a remedy is at hand. Uniforms!

Yes, incredibly, last month the New York City Board of
Education voted 7 to 0 to institute a citywide uniform
policy in its 660 elementary schools. (Schools can
already opt for uniforms, and a number have done so, but
now it will be mandatory, with individual schools, and
parents, having to opt out.) Proponents of uniforms,
like President Clinton and Mayor Giuliani, claim they
will produce cohesion, discipline, an atmosphere
conducive to learning. They will discourage cliques,
fights over brand-name sneakers and the alleged
"hypersexualization" of girls -- none of which are problems
in elementary schools, but high school kids are too big,
sassy and old to be forced to don navy and tartan. The
press has treated the whole issue with avuncular
chuckles; many Catholic school girls have testified to
the ease with which those plaid jumpers can be subtly
shortened and accessorized to transmit a variety of
erotic signals sure to bewitch the most bashful young
Jesuit... no, no, sorry, I didn't mean that.

Uniforms also represent something more, and worse: the
regimentation of childhood as preparation for the
regimentation of adult life. To the horror of child-
development experts, many schools have abolished
recess-playing [playtime] , what a waste of time!
An incredible 2 million children are drugged on Ritalin.
To win small grants for their underfunded schools, kids
are forced to take part in promotions for Coke and other
products, and to watch the execrable Channel One.

A nation in which everyone who isn't a securities analyst
is a security guard. Is that what we want?

------------------------------------------------------------




USA: Nebraska net-censorship legal watch:
------------------------------------------------------------

Nebraska - proposed state law, Unicameral Bills:
http://www.unicam.state.ne.us/Bills.htm

LB 837     (Brashear) "It is unlawful for a person to
knowingly ... compile for purposes of reproduction and
distribution a compilation containing multiple visual
depictions of full child nudity manifesting a design to
elict a sexual response in a viewer with a sexual interest
in children."

Currently: In Committee
Opposed by ACLU

----------------------------------------------------------------

   [ In other words, "we're going to ban Sally Mann books -
     just in case a paedophile looks at one"... :(  ]



USA: meanwhile, over in Virginia...
----------------------------------------------------------------

_Virginia Anti-Porn Law Draws Fire_

October 8th 1999

Free-speech advocates and 15 companies have filed suit to
block a new Virginia anti-pornography law.

The law, which took effect July 1, makes it illegal to
knowingly sell, rent or loan to a juvenile electronic
files or any messages containing "sexual conduct".

The plaintiffs, including People for the American Way,
PSINet, BiblioBytes, The Commercial Internet Exchange and
the Virginia Internet Service Providers Alliance, said the
law is too broad and puts Internet providers and
content-site operators in an impossible censorship
position.

"The Internet is the global marketplace of ideas.
Regulations like this one will just kill it," said Glenn
Hauman, president and publisher of BiblioBytes.

The conservatively minded Virginia General Assembly passed
the law over the objections of Governor James Gilmore. Both
Gilmore and Attorney General Mark Earley have been named as
defendants in the suit.

------------------------------------------------------------



Media: censorship
------------------------------------------------------------

October 1999

[ From a long USA article on censorship and the possible
Congressional inquiry into the "decline of morals", from
which these snippets: ]

[...]             *The Weekly Standard* published in its
August 23rd number an argument for censorship by David
Lowenthal, a professor emeritus at Boston College and the
author of *No Liberty for License: The Forgotten Logic of
the First Amendment*. Professor Lowenthal makes as good a
case as anyone is likely to do for regulation (as he
prefers to call it) of the media, but the most telling fact
about his article is that, of the four leading
conservatives that this conservative journal sought to
comment on it, William J. Bennett, Terry Eastland, Irving
Kristol, and Jeremy Rabkin, not one agreed with it except
"in principle" which, as Kristol said with characteristic
shrewdness, must rank among the saddest phrases in the
English language. When someone says he agrees with you in
principle, that is usually prefatory to his explaining that
he disagrees with you in fact. And fact, as he didn't need
to add, is where it counts. The letters to the editor two
issues later were also overwhelmingly opposed.

If even conservatives - unhampered by the need to trim to the
winds of popular opinion - are unwilling to attempt a return
to censorship, what are likely to be the chances for such a
return by an act of Congress? I am reluctantly driven to
the conclusion that talk of censorship is the therapeutic
politics of the right.

[...]

------------------------------------------------------------




Net: privacy
------------------------------------------------------------

_IPv6 could threaten privacy of LAN users_

4th October 1999

What happens when companies such as Intel or Microsoft are
found to have embedded unique identifiers in their hardware
or software that pose potential privacy problems for
Internet users? As we know from experience with both the
Pentium III Serial Number flap and the Microsoft Win98
Registration Wizard brouhaha, professional privacy
advocates sound the alarm, the press launches a feeding
frenzy, Wall Street shudders and the alleged corporate
miscreants are flogged into backing off.

Now, what happens when the Internet Engineering Task Force
does the same thing, specifying an addressing structure in
its next-generation Internet protocol, IPv6, such that
every packet can be traced back to each user's unique
network interface card ID? Apparently, nothing.

IPv6 was initially proposed to solve the "problem" that
IPv4 has with running out of addresses. You would think
that the 32-bit address field of IPv4, supporting more than
4 billion unique addresses, would be sufficient to last
quite some time.  But we're fast running out of them.

IPv6, on the other hand, has 128 bits of address space,
enough to provide a billion-billion addresses for each
square meter of the earth's surface. How one could ever
route that many addresses is an interesting question, but
at least IPv6 will never run out.

As you might expect, the address field is so huge that the
IETF didn't know how to assign it. So, in a move to get
buy-in from established industry standards bodies, the
right-most 64 bits were designated to contain EUI-64 format
information. This is used by the IEEE to assign Ethernet
addresses, which are normally not transmitted outside a
user's LAN. [Local Area Network, the kind of thing
companies use for Intranets]

Included in EUI-64 are two interesting pieces of
information: the registered manufacturer of your NIC card
and your 48-bit Ethernet address. Surprise! Every packet
you send out onto the public Internet using IPv6 has your
fingerprints on it. And unlike your IP address under IPv4,
which you can change, this address is embedded in your
hardware. Permanently.

The spooks and policy wonks in Washington, ever eager to
empower the surveillance state as they fight a rear-guard
action against strong encryption, must be thrilled with
such a gift. They appear so thrilled that the Institute for
Information Sciences, heavily funded by the Defence
Department, is writing a reference stack for IPv6 that it
is quietly hoping to slip into Windows 2000.

------------------------------------------------------------



Europe/USA:
----------------------------------------------------------------

_Hackers Call For Civil Disobedience Against 'Echelon'_

6th October 1999

Mossad. Bomb. Davidian. M15.

If the research of a loose-knit group of cyber-activists
is correct, the above words will trip the keyword recognition
filter on a global spy system partly managed by the US
National Security Agency [http://www.nsa.gov/].

Once plucked from the electronic cloud by networks of
listening stations designed originally to filch commercial
secrets, certain keywords allegedly trigger a recording
of the conversation or email in question.

Privacy activists have used the words in their signature
files for years as a running schtick, but on 18 October,
the American Justice Federation hopes to trip up Echelon on
a much wider scale.

"What is [Echelon] good for?" asked Linda Thompson, a
constitutional rights attorney and chairman of the American
Justice Federation.

"If you want to say we can catch criminals with it, it is
insane that anyone should be able to snoop on anyone's
conversations."

"Criminals ought to be caught after they commit a crime --
but police are not here to invade all our privacy to catch
that two percent [of criminal communications]," she said.

The report says the American Justice Federation describes
itself as "a group dedicated to stopping the New World Order
and getting the truth out to the American public."

On 18 October, Thompson, along with Doug McIntosh, a
reporter for the federation's news service, and members of
the hacktivism mailing list community, invite anyone
concerned about the system to append a list of intriguing
words to their emails.

Specifically, they suggest the following keywords:

FBI CIA NSA IRS ATF BATF DOD WACO RUBY RIDGE OKC OKLAHOMA
CITY MILITIA GUN HANDGUN MILGOV ASSAULT RIFLE TERRORISM
BOMB DRUG HORIUCHI KORESH DAVIDIAN KAHL POSSE COMITATUS
RANDY WEAVER VICKIE WEAVER SPECIAL FORCES LINDA THOMPSON
SPECIAL OPERATIONS GROUP SOG SOF DELTA FORCE CONSTITUTION
BILL OF RIGHTS WHITEWATER POM PARK ON METER ARKANSIDE IRAN
CONTRAS OLIVER NORTH VINCE FOSTER PROMIS MOSSAD NASA MI5
ONI CID AK47 M16 C4 MALCOLM X REVOLUTION CHEROKEE HILLARY
BILL CLINTON GORE GEORGE BUSH WACKENHUT TERRORIST TASK
FORCE 160 SPECIAL OPS 12TH GROUP 5TH GROUP SF

The campaign has spread around the Net and has been
translated into German. Organizers hope "gag Echelon day"
catches on on a global scale as a means of raising
awareness of the system.

Neither the NSA, nor its UK equivalent -- the Government
Communications Headquarters [http://www.gchq.gov.uk] -- has
admitted that the system exists, although its capabilities
have been debated
[http://www.wired.com/news/news/politics/story/15429.html]
in the European Parliament.

Australia's Defense Signals Directorate, an agency
allegedly involved in Echelon, recently admitted the
existence of UKUSA, the agreement between five national
communications agencies that reportedly governs the system.

Last fall, the Washington-based civil liberties group Free
Congress Foundation [http://www.freecongress.org/] sent a
detailed report on the system to Congress, but the system
was not debated.

The latest effort hopes to further boost public awareness
of the system.

An Australian member of the activist community hopes
that "jam Echelon day" will be about public awareness of
technologies of political control, not about generating
paranoia.

"Public awareness should empower -- not scare people aware
from using the Net," the activist, who identified himself
only as Sam, said.

----------------------------------------------------------------



Movie news:
----------------------------------------------------------------

_Femme Fatale: The Films of Claudia Schillinger_

MFJ Fall 1997

For the past ten years Claudia Schillinger has been engaged
in an alternative erotics, reinscribing the place of female
desire in a succession of incarnations <snip>

_Girls_

*In No Sense* (10 min 1992) is a carefully wrought,
domestic drama which turns about the relation of a man and
his young daughter. Leaving behind the heavily shaded,
emulsified textures of her previous work, *In No Sense*
announces itself in a high gloss color, lending a
naturalistic perspective to these views of home. It opens
with a slow motion shot of the daughter rocking in abandon,
propelled through space, her hair flying, her face twisted
in a paroxysm of joy. The camera finally drops to reveal
the origin of her content, she is riding a horse, although
the sexual overtones are unmistakable. After the title
sequence she climbs into the attic and takes a swing,
looking up at the undressed dolls suspended from the
ceiling. A naked woman lies in bed, her shaved pubis
caressed by a man's hand. The girl walks into the room,
puts her hands over her father's eyes and he takes her in
his arms, all traces of the prone nude vanished. He sings
nursery rhymes to her as she rocks on his knee, and via
match cut the filmer transplants this scene into a barn,
where the singing continues. Later the girl enters the
father's room, opens a drawer, looks past condoms and
handkerchiefs and emerges with a small coin. When the
father returns home, there is a notable tension -- is she
still there? Will she be caught? But the scene again
dissolves into another, the girl rocking once more in the
attic where her father looks down at her smiling. The naked
woman appears again in bed, the father's head lifted in
abandon, before the girl opens yet another door and walks
into a room where someone appears to be lying dead. In this
beautifully composed dirge she walks towards her sleeping
father and settles herself beside him, looking on at his
face and the mystery of his groin curled beneath the
sheets. He walks downstairs in his underwear, as if the
force of her gaze had banished his usual attire. She
appears again rocking on a toy horse while he circles her
from above. Then they lounge in bed together, lying
languorously as if after sex, though there is no touching
in the scene. The shaved woman appears momentarily, before
the girl surrenders a last time to the pleasure of her
rocking, her burgeoning sexual complicity already somehow
complete.

While intimations of incest are everywhere staged, the film
is so carefully shot that there is no way to know for
certain, to separate a child's normal sexual expression
from abuse. Schillinger fills the house with the life of a
child, now lent an uncannily sexualized aroma, which turns
these domestic inhabitants into metaphors for longing. Her
concisely phrased direction, playful point-of-view shots
and resistance to the inevitable moralizing which closure
enjoins, makes this a rare jewel of a children's film.

_Boys_

In all of her work Schillinger has proceeded via
identification to find a way 'in' to the life of her
projections, and if her last film is not different, its
subject remains easily the most distant from the wiles of
her own life. His name entitles the film, *Hermes* (25 min
1995), a self professed pederast whose only satisfying
relations endure with those before puberty. An interview
shot in video verite fashion comprises the main of the
film: "I wanted to tell my parents my story, so I wrote a
book, I wrote for six months. I gave it to them and they
finally wrote me back. They considered me worse than a
murderer... I try to read the body language so I don't hurt
the boy. Boys whom I've hurt don't belong in my dream. I
want a boy who lives out his sexuality. Of course, I want
to expand this area as much as possible, where our ideas
meet. For example, I don't want to be fondled by a boy if
he feels pressured to do it... These relationships, these
happily-ever-after Hollywood relationships are faced with a
limitation, namely, puberty. Then the child dies. He's
suddenly someone else. It's like a flower dies... It's nice
to play with a little cock. I've got something else, a
hanging sausage. And this myth I keep chasing is that one
day a young boy or girl will take me across that magic
frontier of puberty."

His narration, delivered by an actor to preserve Hermes'
anonymity, ranges from self justification, philosophical
conjecture, guilt, fear and childhood reminiscences. In
wrathful indignation he recounts how his two younger
brothers were taken away from him, for fear they too would
become gay, though he later alludes to a sexual tryst
between them.

Insistently interspersed between his ruminations are
grainy, black and white shots of Schillinger and her young
child at play. Invariably photographed in bed, they narrate
an astonishingly frank sexual complicity, counterpointing
Hermes' subterranean longings. She enacts a permissible,
societally sanctioned mother-child bonding while he speaks
of a desire quite beyond the law, banned precisely because
it threatens the join that Schillinger demonstrates.

Throughout the film she asks herself, "Was there a way for
me to relate to him? He asked me that. There was something
I could share but I didn't know what yet." What she shares,
of course, are some of these early moments between herself
and her only child, who demonstrate that power, release and
genital sexuality are very much in evidence at the earliest
age.

But despite their interrelation via montage these two
scenes remain distinct, Schillinger's autobiographical
embrace unable to account for the devastation, the
unleavened impulses, the dark curtain of pre-pubescence
which continues to haunt its subject.

<snip>

            Schillinger continues to forge a body of work
unique in its insistence on pitting the body of its maker
against the trespass of desire. Her erstwhile method, of
identification through incorporation, speaks of a corporeal
invention, and a level of risk few would dare endure. That
she continues to challenge marks her as an enduring light
of the fringe, casting a rare luminescence on those
untrammeled moments others would let sleep, or bury
forever.

----------------------------------------------------------------




Literature note: a reader writes...
----------------------------------------------------------------

October 1999

... have you read "Falstaff" by Robert Nye? We read it at
school back in 1979 as part of our English Literature A-level
(bless our erstwhile English teacher), and aside from the
Shakespearean theme there is also an ongoing relationship
between Falstaff and his (8-12) year old granddaughter.
Liberated reading, and still in print.

----------------------------------------------------------------




Academic gossip, October 1999:
----------------------------------------------------------------

The [Oscar] Wilde [academic mailing] list's moderator recently
was forced to throw off participants less than 13 years old.

----------------------------------------------------------------

  [ What would Oscar have thought!  ;-) ]



Quotation:
----------------------------------------------------------------

Aldous Huxley defined middle age as "that time of life when
one's chief interest becomes schoolgirls' knickers".

Anyone know where this quotation can be found in Huxley's work?

----------------------------------------------------------------
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   [ Press-cuttings round-up ]


* Canada: _An open letter on the age of consent_
* USA: _Former Infoseek exec pleads "not guilty"_
* USA: _Many Come to Defense of Man Accused of Porn Offenses_
* UK: book review: _Stolen Voices just abuses the facts_
* USA: _Psychiatrist's License Suspended Over Satanic Ruse_
* USA: _Child Protective Services have failed - report_
* UK: _Bar fights Straw over jury-trial curb_
* UK: _The sly wink and the shrugged shoulder now rule our
fearful public life_
* Cyber-crime round-up
* Zero-Knowledge Systems gets $12 million investment
* UK: _Straw forced to make Freedom of Information Bill changes_
* UK: _Appeal Court - Companies not liable for abuse
compensation claims_
* Australia: _New laws for child abuse_
New biography extract
Book notes
Undo


Canada: open letter on the age of consent:
------------------------------------------------------------

16th October 1999

Dear Friends,

The Canadian Minister of Justice, the Honourable Anne
McLellan, spurred by right-wing elements in her home
province of Alberta, has decided that it would be a
good idea to increase the age of consent from 14 to
16 or even 18.

Her Alberta Provincial counterpart has supported this
move, and made clear that he wishes it were increased
to 18, but could "live with" 16 (because he knows that
the more left-leaning provinces of the east and west
coasts would never support 18).

These people see it as a child protection issue.  I
see it as a teenager rights issue.  I was a teenager
not too long ago, and unlike many of my contemporaries,
I still remember what it was like to be marginalized
in many ways, and to be denied rights which are taken
for granted by most adults in North America.

This move says to me: "Teenagers should not have the
right to decide what to do with their own bodies,
or decide with whom they want to have sex, until they
are 16 (or 18 according to some)".

[...]

I would like to remind the current crop of politicians
that just because today's 14-year olds will likely not
be voting in the next election, they will eventually
vote, and more and more will remember the marginalization
and lack of rights of the teenage years.  Eventually,
someone has to say "enough!  We are people too, not
chattel, and we demand the same rights."

I would like to encourage the subscribers of ASGL-L
who are Canadians, whether residing in Canada or abroad,
to write to the Honourable Minister of Justice and to
their respective Members of Parliament to express
their opinions on this matter.

I would make three suggestions about such a letter:

1) approach it from an individual rights point of view:
teenagers should have the right to decide what to do
with their own bodies, and with whom they want to
have sex (they'll be having it anyway),

2) do not try to convince them to lower the age from
14, that would probably backfire and we would see
it raised.

3) perhaps include the age of consent table found at
http://www.ageofconsent.com/ageofconsent.htm

If you are unsure in which riding you reside, go to
http://www.elections.ca/ridings/find/find_e.html
and get that information.

Then you can get your MP's local riding telephone
numbers and e-mail at
http://www.parl.gc.ca/36/senmemb/house/membcon-e.htm.
Mail to MP's can be sent postage free (from within Canada)
to:

 MP's name (eg. The Honourable Anne McLellan)
 Member of Parliament for ____ (insert riding name,
   eg. Edmonton West)
 House of Commons
 Parliament Buildings
 Ottawa, Ontario
 K1A 0A6

I would also encourage you to send mail to the Senators
representing your province. Their names and contacts
can be found at
http://www.parl.gc.ca/36/senmemb/senate/isenator.asp?l=e

As they are not elected, they are less likely to be swayed
from their personal convictions to appease the religious
right.  Mail to Senators can be sent to (not postage free):

 Senator's name (eg. The Honourable Thelma Chalifoux)
 Senator for _____ (insert Province name, eg. Alberta)
 The Senate of Canada
 Ottawa,
 Ont.
 K1A 0A4

Finally, I would encourage each of you who is a member of
an organisation, whether underground as this one or
BoyChat, or above ground, as the Canadian Civil Liberties
Association, or the American Civil Liberties Union, or a
gay and lesbian group, to start the same type of
letter-writing campaign within those organisations.

Best of luck to all of us,

Yuri.

------------------------------------------------------------




USA:
------------------------------------------------------------

13 Oct 1999 12:22:00 GMT

_Former Infoseek exec makes court appearance over child
sex sting - pleads "not guilty"_

A former hi-tech executive accused of trying to arrange sex
over the Internet with a fictitious 13-year-old girl pleaded
not guilty on Tuesday - and his lawyer said the defendant
would prove his innocence at trial.

Patrick Na[...] , 34, a former Infoseek executive vice
president who oversaw email and chat rooms at the Walt
Disney GO portal, made a brief appearance in a Los Angeles
federal court and told U.S. District Judge Jeffrey Johnson
that he would plead not guilty to three federal charges
stemming from his 16 September arrest.

Na[...], who is free on $100,000 (60,000 UKP) bail
pending a trial, is charged in a grand jury indictment with
interstate travel with the intent to have sex with a minor,
possession of child pornography and use of interstate
commerce to induce a minor into sexual activity.

Johnson set a 30 November trial date.

The case has made headlines across the country because GO
is a venture of Infoseek and Disney, an icon of family
entertainment, and because Na[...]  was a well-known rising
star in the industry. After the arrest Na[...]  was
dismissed.

His lawyer, Donald Marks, said of his client: "He's feeling
upbeat and confident. He believes he's not guilty of these
charges."

Marks declined to discuss specifics of the case, but said:
"At this point, we believe he's not guilty. We will go to
trial, and we believe we will prevail."

Prosecutors say Na[...] , using the screen name
"Hotseattle", chatted over the Internet with an undercover
agent with the FBI who he thought was a 13-year-old girl,
telling her that he was interested in meeting in Los
Angeles.

First press reports had police claiming that pornographic
pictures were swapped. Prosecutors now say Na[...]
"offered" to send the girl a picture of himself naked and
asked her to skip a day of school so they could meet.

The indictment against Na[...]  also says that authorities
seized his laptop and found that it contained "child
pornography".

------------------------------------------------------------



USA:
------------------------------------------------------------

October 14th 1999

_Many Come to R[...]'s Defense_

ESPANOLA -- Several friends of a Santa Fe man who is
charged with sexually exploiting children in pornographic
videos on Wednesday called him the victim of a witch hunt,
while his attorney said he is not involved in pornography.

More than 20 friends and family members of Mark R[...] ,
including the mother of one of his alleged victims, vouched
for his integrity as he appeared in court. Some even
offered to put up their homes to bail him out of jail
during the bond hearing before Rio Arriba County Magistrate
Judge Tony Martinez.

R[...] , 48, is charged with nine counts of sexual
exploitation of a minor and one count of criminal sexual
contact with a minor in Santa Fe County, where his bail was
set at $750,000.

"I can tell you that any suggestions that there's a child
pornography ring or child pornography distribution will not
be borne out of the evidence. It's flatly untrue," Dan
Cron, R[...] 's attorney, said outside the courtroom.

He also has been charged with three more counts of sexual
exploitation of a minor and one more count of criminal
sexual contact with a minor in Rio Arriba County. Martinez
set bail on those charges at $1 million, 10 percent in
cash.

A criminal complaint alleges R[...]  sexually exploited
two girls, ages 13 and 9, and one 14-year-old boy between
June and August 1998 at his homes in Santa Fe and Embudo in
Rio Arriba County. R[...]  and the children's families
know each other.

Nancy Kenny, a friend of R[...] , said she had known
R[...]  since the two were in the fifth grade together in
Santa Fe. "This guy is a saint. He has given so much to the
community," Kenny said.

Kenny said she didn't believe the allegations and said
R[...]  is not capable of hurting a child.

"It's a witch hunt...," said Kenny's husband, Rob Alhouse.

The mother of two of the children told police that
R[...]  videotaped and photographed them while they were
nude, the complaint states.

At Wednesday's bond hearing, Margaret Campos, a neighbor
and friend of R[...] , told Martinez she's prepared to
offer her property to bail out R[...] .

"I couldn't sit by idly and watch this injustice," Campos
told the judge.

Cullen Hallmark, a Santa Fe lawyer and another friend of
R[...] , told the court R[...]  is actively involved in
the community and has generously donated to several
charities.

Hallmark also told Martinez that R[...]  is not a flight
risk. "The idea that Mr. R[...]  will leave something he
built for years is a little silly," he said.

Cron said his client has lived in Santa Fe since he was 3
and graduated from the New Mexico Military Institute in
Roswell.

R[...]  also worked as a professor of art at the
University of Vermont in Burlington, Vt., and at San Diego
State University.

An accomplished artist, R[...]  quit his career in the
mid-1980s, Cron said. Since then he has worked as a real
estate developer in Santa Fe, the attorney said.

R[...]  also was instrumental in keeping open the Center
for Contemporary Arts, now SITE Santa Fe, and also opening
the teen center in Santa Fe, Cron said.

------------------------------------------------------------




UK: book review:
------------------------------------------------------------

October 1999

_Stolen Voices just abuses the facts_

_Stolen Voices: An Exposure of the Campaign to Discredit
Childhood Testimony_ by Beatrix Campbell and Judith Jones.

  Reviewed by Jean La Fontaine.

As its title suggests, this book is a polemic - just what
one would expect from the journalist Beatrix Campbell, who
is well-known for her caustic attacks on those whose
opinions she dislikes. Her co-author Judith Jones (formerly
Dawson) has also been a campaigner, in support of
allegations of ritual abuse. Their thesis is that there has
been an organised reaction, a backlash, against believing
that children are abused by adults.

The authors' case is helped by the vagueness of the term
"childhood testimony". As used by Campbell and Jones, it
covers both accounts by adults referring to events in their
childhood and by children, which are actually rather
different from one another. One involves long-term memory
over which there is a current debate, the other does not.
When the authors discuss cases, "childhood testimony" may
turn out to mean adult reports of what children are alleged
to have said, or their answers to adult questions, or the
account given by an adult woman in therapy. Those who
question the reliability of any of these may be accused of
not believing children, with the implication that they are
indifferent to or advocate sexual abuse.

The authors use personal attack to advance their view. The
main target is the British False Memory Society, a support
group for parents accused of sexual abuse by their (mainly)
adult children, usually after some form of therapy. It is
represented as an organisation that protects paedophiles by
discrediting young children's allegations. I am another
target, as are journalists, social workers and academics
who are said to form the backlash.

The use of innuendo is distasteful and, where I can judge
them, the "facts" are not true. By the time one reaches the
conclusion and a belated disclaimer that "It is certainly
not suggested that the majority of those involved with the
backlash are advocating sex with children", the impression
that has been created is exactly that.

The book is full of inaccuracies; in a short review only a
selection can be given. Research is wrongly attributed and
its conclusions misunderstood. The British Psychological
Society's working party on Recovered Memories and BPS
members are given a status that they did not, and do not,
have. At least one date is out by a year. A summary of an
American psychologist's evidence to the Cleveland Inquiry
is said to be contained in pages 239-241 of Campbell's book
Unofficial Secrets, but I cannot find it in my copy, which
ends at page 226. Even where the authors praise, their
facts are wrong. The West case came to light through her
friends' complaint that the Wests' daughter was being
sexually abused, not the much less serious allegation that
"rude pictures" were being shown.

There are some curious omissions: Judith Jones's
fellow-campaigner in the Nottingham case, Christine
Johnston, is nowhere mentioned by name. The most
significant absentees, however, are the evangelical Maureen
Davies and Christian journalists Tim Tate and Andrew Boyd,
whose promotion of the satanism scare was notorious in the
early 1990s.

Maureen Davies was consulted in many of the cases
summarised by Campbell and Jones, including the Nottingham
case, in which Tim Tate was also deeply involved. I was
astounded to read that in Nottingham, "The senior social
work staff ... rejected their (the evangelicals')
invitation to speak and share a platform", since I first
saw Judith Jones at a conference in Cardiff in 1990, when
she and her social worker colleague shared a platform with
Davies and other evangelicals.

The book is somewhat shapeless. After an attack on the
founder of the American False Memory Society, nearly a
third of it is devoted to the 1987 Cleveland crisis. The
rest consists of four parts concerned with old cases of
alleged ritual abuse and two which are a mixed bag,
including the murder of the toddler Jamie Bulger, a
two-page attack on Tony Blair, and several cases involving
adult survivors. A final attack on the British False Memory
Society's academic advisers rounds it off.

There is no new information and no new ideas on what can be
done to protect children. Stolen Voices is a political
document, long on rhetoric and short on fact; it fails to
convince because it is misleading, thin and curiously
dated.

  Jean La Fontaine is emeritus professor of social
  anthropology at the London School of Economics, and
  compiled The Extent and Nature of Organised and Ritual
  Abuse, the government report into satanic and ritual
  child abuse in Britain, which was published in 1994.

------------------------------------------------------------

  [ Note: La Fontaine's comprehensive report demolished
    the myth of 'satanic abuse' in the UK. ]




UK: from another book review (2) - same book as above,
different newspaper, same condemnation:
------------------------------------------------------------

_A SAD CASE OF FALSE IDEOLOGY SYNDROME _

_Stolen Voices: an exposure of the campaign to discredit
childhood testimony by Beatrix Campbell and Judith Jones
(The Women's Press, pounds 9.99)_

[...]

What is most irritating is that the authors push their own
line - about a backlash against sexual-abuse victims -
while sacrificing the complexity of the issues. In their
introduction, they ask who joined the movement that
produced the British False Memory Society (BFMS) and they
answer dismissively "well, molesters were in it, of
course". They provide much biographical detail about the
leaders of this backlash but fail to discuss what
constitutes sexual abuse, how it might be treated, and
whether criminal prosecution is the only solution.

As they explore the history of child-abuse scandals, social
workers, en masse, are portrayed as victimised by the
press, politicians and police. "The failure of social
services and of professional organisations to grasp the
power of the media, to realise that in responding to sexual
abuse they are threatening to stop people doing what they
love to do, has allowed the backlash to colonise the public
arena," they claim. Yet their lingering assumption about a
conspiracy by paedophiles to control the debate is
unconvincing.

The authors believe the backlash was exemplified by the
BFMS and organisations such as Parents Against Injustice.
But in their rush to discredit their enemies they slide
over the reality. There were adults in the Nineties who
endured bad therapeutic experiences and were encouraged to
imagine sexual abuse that never happened. The process of
recalling trauma is still under academic scrutiny. It seems
simplistic to assume that all memory is reliable testimony.

[...]

------------------------------------------------------------




USA:
------------------------------------------------------------

October 8th 1999

_Psychiatrist's License Suspended Over Satanic Ruse_

 _Convinced Woman She Was High Priestess in
 Flesh-Eating Cult_

CHICAGO -- A psychiatrist had his license suspended
over allegations he used drugs and hypnosis to convince a
patient she killed scores of people in satanic rituals.
Dr. Bennett Braun agreed to the two-year suspension and
five years' probation in a settlement with the Illinois
Department of Professional Regulation, department officials
said Thursday.

Once considered a leading expert in the treatment of
multiple personality disorder, Braun will not be allowed to
treat anyone with the disorder during the seven-year
period.

"This is a very good agreement. Certainly it's designed to
protect the public," said department spokesman Tony
Sanders.

The state's case against Braun centered largely on his
treatment of Patty Burgus, a patient he diagnosed as having
multiple personality disorder in the late 1980s.

Burgus claimed Braun used drugs and hypnosis to convince
her she possessed 300 personalities, ate meatloaf made of
human baby flesh and was a high priestess in a satanic cult.

Braun at one point had gained national attention for
claiming to have discovered a trend of "satanic ritual
child abuse," deemed the work of a clandestine network
of devil worshippers who'd been torturing people for
centuries.

In a deposition given for a lawsuit filed by Burgus, Braun
admitted he did not get written informed consent to
hypnotize her and did not tell her about the potential
effects of drugs he was giving her.

The drugs included Inderal, a heart medication that can
cause severe hallucinations, and sodium amytal, a
potentially lethal drug known informally as "truth serum"
that some doctors associate with brainwashing.

Braun eventually settled with Burgus and at least one other
patient for millions of dollars. Other cases are pending.
Burgus said she was relieved by the suspension.

"But this is not the sort of victory you celebrate," she
said. "There are people I was hospitalized with who are
dead. There are people who have not recovered their minds.
"At least for a while, we're able to keep other people
safe."

------------------------------------------------------------




USA:
------------------------------------------------------------

11th October 1999

_Child Protective Services has failed - report_

 Susan Orr, Ph.D., _Child Protection at a Crossroads:
 Child Abuse, Child Protection, and Recommendations
 for Reform._ Reason Public Policy Institute, 1999.

The current system of child-protective services (CPS)
leaves many children at risk, and wrongfully accuses
hundreds of thousands of innocent families, according
to a report released today by Reason Public Policy
Institute (RPPI).

Dr. Orr, who previously managed federal child abuse
research for the Department of Health and Human
Services, says only about 20 percent of child abuse
cases go to court, either criminal or civil.

Dr. Orr points out that the system has many problems. In
addition to misguided policies that try to "cure" abuse,
too many unfounded allegations drain the system's
resources. She points out that CPS agencies receive
approximately 3 million reports of abuse annually,
compared with 60,000 reports in 1973. More than two-thirds
of these reports are unfounded. Orr suggests that the
paradox of massive report numbers and low verification
rates is due to the growing use of mandatory reporting
laws that require professionals such as teachers, police
officers, and doctors to either report suspected abuse
or face prosecution.

"Mandatory reporting has a detrimental effect on the system
by muddying the waters with false reports and diverting
resources away from serious cases of abuse, not to mention
bringing innocent families into an accusatory system
with few rights," states Dr. Orr.

To fix the troubled system, the report lays out an array of
recommendations to better target limited child protection
resources, including:

-- Refine definitions of abuse and neglect. Experts across
the political spectrum believe that narrowing the scope of
abuse would allow CPS to better target resources. In
Fairfax, Va., leaving a child unattended in a backyard is
considered neglect and subject to child-protective action.

-- place investigatory powers only with police. Under the
current system social services agencies have no obligation
to provide the accused with due process.

-- Repeal mandatory reporting laws. Mandatory reporting
discourages neighbors from taking positive action with
families in trouble and floods the system with false
reports.

-- Make "family services" voluntary. For those families
thought to be "in need of assistance" but who have not
been accused of criminal abuse, voluntary assistance
would encourage greater participation without the threat
of child removal.

Dr. Orr acknowledges that some of the recommendations might
generate debate, but urges lawmakers to view the issue not
through an emotional lens, but with analytical rigor. "We
continue to pump more money into the system and, yet, abuse
continues to rise. It is time for a fundamental restructuring
of CPS. To do this, we must first recognize that the current
system has failed," concludes Orr.

 Based in Los Angeles, Calif., Reason Public Policy Institute
 is a national, nonpartisan research organization that
 specializes in peer-reviewed social-policy research.

------------------------------------------------------------




UK: (this would apply to 'indecent assault' - ie: non-violent
fondling cases)
------------------------------------------------------------

_Bar fights Straw over jury trial curb_

JACK STRAW is on a collision course with the legal
profession after Bar leaders declared uncompromising
opposition to scrapping a defendant's right to choose jury
trial.

Dan Brennan, QC, the chairman of the Bar, told a record 800
barristers at their annual conference at the Queen
Elizabeth II Conference Centre in London at the weekend
that it would oppose the proposal - expected in the Queen's
Speech - because it amounted to an attack on human rights.

Barristers believe that the plan would increase delays and
costs and deny justice to thousands, especially black
people. "We will try to persuade Jack Straw that his first
reaction to these proposals [when Shadow Home Secretary]
was that they were ill-advised, short-sighted and unlikely
to work," Mr Brennan told the conference.

The proposal would affect 18,000 defendants a year charged
with a range of middle-ranking offences.

The plan has united much of the legal profession. The Law
Society, representing nearly 80,000 solicitors in England
and Wales, is opposed to it, while David Calvert-Smith, QC,
the Director of Public Prosecutions, is believed privately
to have strong reservations.

------------------------------------------------------------



UK: a lawyer's critique of the proposals to remove the right
to "trial by jury":
------------------------------------------------------------

October 12th 1999

In the next session of Parliament, the Government is
expected to remove a defendant's right to a jury
trial in a wide swathe of offences. This week, the Law
Society is hosting a debate on the issue.

_Rough justice for the innocent?_

I value my reputation for honesty above almost everything
else in my life. Should I be wrongly accused of an offence
involving dishonesty, I would shudder at the prospect of my
guilt or innocence being decided by any body of regular or
professional state appointed decision-takers such as
magistrates or judges.

What the Home Secretary wants to remove is the right of a
defendant to elect jury trial for a wide range of
middle-ranking offences. The plan would affect 18,000
defendants. In these cases, Mr Straw proposes that
magistrates should decide trial venue, subject to a right
of appeal.

Why should I want trial by jury? First, the chance of
acquittal by a jury is greater because the evidence is
looked at with an open mind; that cannot be said of every
other tribunal. Acquittal means that the accused was never
guilty of an offence. Or are we now to suspect that those
acquitted to date were actually guilty, but lucky? Some
magistrates and judges might well advance that argument.
Judges and magistrates have heard it all before. But the
jury is likely to be facing this scenario for the first
time and will be more open to reasonable-doubt argument.

I have rarely come away from a Crown Court trial feeling
that the jury is inherently wrong. So what miraculous
change has occurred to support the argument that a person
accused of a serious crime should not be able to choose
jury trial? None. So was it all right up until now, but no
longer the case? Of course not.

I am not special; nor is Jack Straw. If his son had denied
the drug allegations he would have been the first to advise
his son to elect trial by jury. The question is, what is
the price of justice? How much is reputation worth? Mine is
priceless.

------------------------------------------------------------



UK: Comment:...
------------------------------------------------------------

October 16th 1999

_The sly wink and the shrugged shoulder now rule our fearful
public life_

[... snip of preamble... ]

Fear not. This column is not about the Lords or Ken
Livingstone, let alone giant chickens. It is not really
*about* any of new Labour's affronts to fair play, small or
large, though I mention them in passing. It is about the
way we are beginning to take it all for granted. People who
bang on in tones of horror about Tony Blair's latest
outrage are now regarded as faintly batty: innocents who
have somehow failed to notice that all's fair in love and
politics, life's tough, Westminster's a rough old place -
and, anyway, get wise: New Labour's the only game in town.
Our political world enters the era of the shrugged
shoulder.

Increasingly, the standard response to some new infringement
of the proprieties by Tony Blair's controlling tendency
is: "So what else is new?" Blair cheats, we say - and your
point is?

So get real: this is new Britain. So what if my colleague
Mary Ann Sieghart was at first barred from attending Mr
Blair's Britain in Europe show for the news media on
Thursday? What did she expect? Alastair Campbell knew she
was likely to write disobligingly about the way the BiE
campaign is cheating on the single-currency argument, so
why invite such commentary by inviting her?

Besides, she was not the issue: Mr Campbell wishes to send
a signal to journalists once presumed sympathetic to The
Project, that defection will not be tolerated. Backsliders
will be punished by exclusion from what his crowd like to
call "the loop", and their careers will suffer. We get the
message, do we not? Mr Blair does not like opposition. It
isn't clever and it isn't funny.

Outwardly we register our support for Sieghart. Inwardly we
take note. Downing Street is no longer afraid to try
physically to exclude unfriendly journalists from reporting
on what was billed as a public event. We too had better
watch out.

[...]

There is no proper Opposition left in Britain today: no
power to which, as the Government machine leans upon us, we
cast a sideways glance and think "but the other lot, too,
may be able to hurt me: if not today, tomorrow".

Unconsciously, the absence of an equal and opposite force
to that which new Labour now commands is beginning to slew
many judgements.

Even Margaret Thatcher was never so unopposed. Journalists
and broadcasters kept up a powerful, often passionate
opposition. Within her party a substantial minority were
unafraid to criticise. Across the floor, Michael Foot's
Opposition may have been zany but its case against her was
heartfelt and coherent. Old Labour's morale and
philosophical self-confidence never reached the low point
the Tories now approach. To new Labour the opposition -
inside and outside Parliament - strikes me as at best
fitful, at times almost fearful.

And so the governing party moves, stealthily shifting the
boundaries of the acceptable. The only mistake they can
make is to move too fast, for we can remember yesterday
even if we forget last year. If they keep it slow, keep
their nerve, and do not start fighting among themselves,
then the shores this Government may finally reach could be
a good deal wilder than today we can possibly imagine.

------------------------------------------------------------



Cyber-crime round-up:
------------------------------------------------------------

POLICE from all over the world Forces were told the
growing threat of computer crime would justify
new powers, at a four-day conference in London.

The International Hi-Tech Crime and Forensics Conference
(IHCFC), arranged by the Association of Chief Police
Officers (ACPO) computer crime group, aimed to highlight
the potential problem of computer crime and foster
relationships between countries to disseminate intelligence.

Home Office minister Charles Clarke opened the conference a
week after Jack Straw, the Home Secretary, was sent an
encrypted letter confessing to a crime. The key to unlock
the text had been registered by Stand, a civil rights
group, in the Home Secretary's name.

Under the terms of the proposed Bill the police would be
entitled to ask Straw to provide the key to unlock the
message. Failure to prove he did not have the key could
result in a two-year prison sentence.

Malcolm Hutty, one of the protesters behind the
letter, claims that the controversial new powers are
watered-down measures left over from the debate over key
escrow - a system in which the DTI was planning to force
net users to register encryption keys with a third party
whom the police could approach to unscramble messages.
"They lost the argument over key escrow and they're going
to lose this one," says Hutty.

"The proposals go against the European Convention of Human
Rights. Making people hand over keys and assuming they are
guilty of hiding something unless they can prove otherwise
contravenes the convention. Its tenet is that the burden of
proof means people are innocent until proven guilty."

The Foundation for Information Policy Research (FIPR) and
civil rights activists Justice say they will hit back this
Wednesday with a report that shows the E-commerce Bill
would reverse the burden of proof.

The E-commerce Bill would also demand real-time e-mail
tapping capabilities for the police.  The Home Office
appears to be attempting to rope ISPs into paying for
the cost of the changes to the network infrastructure
this measure would require.

Demon - the UK's second largest ISP - claims that the
cost of altering its network to enable the police to tap,
would be around 1m UKP, or 15 per cent of the company's
annual running costs. Demon says that other ISPs will
be similarly hit.

"Government says that all Communication Service
Providers (a blanket term covering telcos and
ISPs) must have in place reasonable provision for
intercepting communications," said Demon internet
expert Richard Clayton. "So we asked the Home Office
what they meant by reasonable." There is some confusion
over the Home Office's response.

It says that it has not given an exact figure of the
scope of the wiretapping, but Demon understands it to
be the ability to tap one in 500 of its phone lines.

For Demon, with tens of thousands of phone lines, this
means being able to tap over 200 phone lines on its network
simultaneously, in real time. The problem is that all
these lines might be on the same part of the network and
on the same Network Access Server (NAS). If so, then the
logging required for the wire tap would bring the entire
NAS grinding to a halt.

The network would be out of business.

--

A UK lawyer's critique of the proposed laws on cryptography
key recovery:

October 12th 1999

_Outlawing secrets_

[ ... snip of standard "crypto for dummies" introduction ]

The public policy debate centres around the balance to be
drawn between the need for privacy and protection of free
speech (as guaranteed under Articles 8 and 10 of the
European Convention on Human Rights) and the need to
prevent and detect criminal and other harmful activity. You
can only police what you can see.

The Electronic Communications Bill, published in draft on
July 23, deals with issues arising out of electronic media.
Part III, *Investigation of Protected Electronic Data*,
attempts to deal with the policing problem. It gives
authorities such as the police, Customs and excise, and the
security services, the power to obtain the key to decode
encrypted material already seized under existing statutory
powers such as those derived from the Police and Criminal
Evidence Act 1984 and the Interception of Communications
Act 1985. Generally where serious criminal activity is
suspected.

When encrypted data is lawfully seized, a Notice under
Section 10 of the proposed statute can be served under a
warrant or authorisation issued by a judge or the Secretary
of State. A Section 10 Notice can be served on any third
party whom it appears may have the key to decipher it. The
sanction for refusal to comply is up to two years' jail and
this is compounded by an additional offence carrying up to
five years' jail where the Notice contains a secrecy
provision and the person served makes unauthorised
disclosure to any other person.

These proposals have substantial implications for domestic
and working life. What if you are asked to provide the key
to enable the deciphering of material encrypted by your
boss, your partner or family? How can the person served
show that he does not have the key? How can you show that
you do not know something or that a key does not exist?

There is also concern that the Bill does not protect
against the decryption of encrypted information over and
above that which is necessary and has been lawfully
obtained. A Notice requiring the master key rather than
just the key for a particular message will enable
decryption of all material, past and present. This is
rather like being given the key to a safe.

The irony is that the use of encryption keys can be
circumvented technologically by techniques such as
steganography - the burying of information within
pixels of an otherwise innocuous image or noise.
This is becoming ever more commonplace and, when
done properly, cannot be detected or proven.

The real fight will be over supremacy in the
technological know-how and tools.

--

The world's G-8 countries are to meet in Moscow on 19th
October to discuss if it is possible to co-ordinate a
fight against organised international cybercrime.

Ministers of interior and justice will discuss how
they might co-operate in order to deal with growing
problem of professional international computer crime.
Britain's Minister for State at the Home Office
Charles Clarke will represent the UK.

The G-8 nations -- Canada, France, Germany, Italy, Japan,
Russia, UK and US -- will discuss the difficulty of
unifying multinational legal and technical regulations
concerning the tracing and storing of data.

The question of what restraints, if any, can be placed
on ISPs to "Freeze and Preserve" data at the request
of law enforcement agents will also be considered.

European Union data-security commissioners met with G-8
representatives in September, and reported the variety of
technology used in modern computer communications makes it
virtually impossible to trace illegal activity. Differences
in domestic regulations on data-tracing and storage
compound the problem even further, along with the sheer
pace of technological change, they heard.

--

11th October 1999

_FBI Lagging Behind On Cyber Crime_

Federal officials acknowledged yesterday that the FBI
is still well short of its target of having 243 agents
out of a total force of 11,639 on the trail of digital
desperadoes. So far only a handful of agents have
been assigned full-time to computer squads in just
10 of the bureau's 56 field offices, and few are
considered fully trained, despite aggressive hiring
and education efforts, senior law enforcement
officials said.

Two years ago the FBI had about 200 cases of
computer-related crime under investigation. Now it is
handling around 800, ranging from vandalism of Web
sites to potential theft of military secrets.

A recent General Accounting Office audit showed that
22 federal agencies have serious computer security
weaknesses.

--

11th October 1999

SYDNEY, Australia -- The Australian government's
controversial online content law will allow the
government to force domestic Internet service providers
to remove content deemed obscene or offensive from their
servers. The government can also require ISPs to provide
means of screening obscene or offensive material housed
overseas.

The big question now is whether ISPs can follow through by
simply providing filtering software for customer's home
computers, or by offering tiered commercial services with
various levels of filtering by ISPs.

But organizations such as Electronic Frontiers Australia
worry that this will prove just a first step toward forcing
ISPs to become surrogate censors for the government.

Indeed, EFA chairman Kimberly Heitman worries that when
regular reports show the law is ineffective in its current
form, the government could be goaded into seeking sterner
measures to control content accessed by Australians.

"It may be a case of King Canute calling for more buckets
to stop the tide," Heitman said. "The government's response
to failure may be to reintroduce the notion of transmission
offenses, ISP licensing and mandatory proxy filters."

A transmission offense means holding a carrier liable for
content passing through its lines. Proxy filters are
installed at the ISP level. Critics have argued that the
looming content law is ineffective at best, a harbinger of
government "thought-control" at worst. Similar draconian
measures in Singapore failed to halt access, because ways
of evading the restrictions have become common knowledge.

------------------------------------------------------------




USA/Canada: that cool anonymity software I keep telling
you about... ;)
------------------------------------------------------------

_Silicon Valley Bets $12m On Zero's Hot Internet Privacy
Software_

12th October 1999

A trio of Silicon Valley venture capitalists are betting
$12-million that 26-year-old Austin Hill and his Montreal
software company Zero-Knowledge Systems Inc. will be
Canada's first $1-billion Internet pure play.

Platinum Venture Partners, Aragon Ventures, and Strategic
Acquisition Ventures, all of Palo Alto, Calif., announced
their investment yesterday in Zero-Knowledge.

"Austin has all the makings of a guy like a Scott McNealy
or a Larry Ellison," said Mike Santer, general  partner of
Platinum Ventures, referring to the founders and CEOs of
Sun Microsystems Inc. and Oracle Corp. "He's brash, he's
wild, he's egotistical, but he's smarter than almost any
person I've met, and he does this better than any person
in the world."

What Mr. Hill does is head up a software company that's
just about to release Freedom 1.0, a software application
and network that lets Internet users protect their privacy
while communicating with each other or surfing the Web.

Freedom, currently being tested by 15,000 users around the
world, has generated enormous hype among the Internet
underground, particularly among hacker groups, civil
libertarians, information systems security specialists and
others who don't want anyone to know where they're going
on the Internet or who they're communicating with.

"It's in every single area - a lot of the gay and lesbian
groups are very conscious of privacy issues, some of the
child protection and child privacy groups, a lot of the
online liberty groups and non-governmental organizations,
groups involved in political debates and debating
controversial issues," said Mr. Hill, Zero-Knowledge
president. "The evangelism around this is huge."

Zero-Knowledge scored a major coup this year when it hired
Ian Goldberg as chief scientist. Mr. Goldberg, born in
Montreal but raised in Thornhill, Ont., studied math at the
University of Waterloo before heading to the University of
California at Berkeley to pursue a doctorate. He is an
expert in cryptography as applied to computer communications
and a legend among hackers. Wired magazine last year named
him one of the Internet's 25 most influential people.

Internet users typically leave a trail of electronic
footprints as they surf the Web, a trail that can be
valuable to marketing research firms, security firms,
government agencies and others. Zero-Knowledge technology
uses a series of mathematical algorithms so strong and
complex that they are widely considered impregnable.

"[Austin] has created something that even the best minds on
the Internet don't know about yet," Mr. Santer said.

Mr. Santer, who will take a seat on Zero-Knowledge's board,
and his colleagues are in negotiations to secure the next
round of financing for Zero-Knowledge, a round they expect
to close within six months to a year. A public share
offering could come 12 to 18 months after that.

"The company is at a pre-revenue stage, but we believe it's
got substantial upside. The value on it is within the
range of a company that has the potential to create several
billion dollars worth of market value," Mr. Santer said.
"Zero-Knowledge is a very, very attractive company."

------------------------------------------------------------




UK: of relevance to the possibility of those alleged to
"be paedophiles" being able acquire evidence in order
to sue social services departments and others for libel
and defamation:
-----------------------------------------------------------

October 1999

_STRAW FORCED TO CONCEDE INFORMATION BILL CHANGES_

JACK STRAW has been forced to make changes to his
much-criticised Freedom of Information Bill. A leaked
cabinet memorandum reveals that a reluctant Home Secretary
told colleagues that changes had to be made to stave off a
parliamentary defeat for the Bill, despite the Government's
huge majority.

The cabinet memo lists eight changes to the proposed Bill.
These include dumping two clauses, modifying blanket bans
on the release of information, and compromising with
critics who say he has neutered the role of the proposed
information commissioner. Official bodies would not be
allowed to withhold information if it could lead to legal
action.

In the memo, Mr Straw says, "We were severely criticised
over the breadth of the investigations and proceedings
exemption. I am satisfied that we need to offer some
limitations on the scope of this exemption if we going to
get the Bill through Parliament. We need to have a policy
which is defensible in Parliament."

Despite the memo, critics say that the Home Secretary still
has not made enough concessions. "It does not go far
enough," said Maurice Frankel, director of the Campaign for
Freedom of Information.

Some critics have observed that even John Major's "open
government" code, the current status quo, is better than
the proposed Bill.

The parliamentary ombudsman operating the code currently
has the power to recommend publication of secret
information. Under Mr Straw's original legislation the new
commissioner could only criticise government departments
for not releasing information. One of the new concessions
allows the commissioner to "recommend" the release of such
information.

Mr Straw is dropping his plan to double the number of days
from 20 to 40 that authorities have to respond to requests
for information from the public. He has also dropped plans
to give ministers the right to make blanket bans on
information.

Blanket bans on the release of information on accident,
health and safety and fraud inquiries - unless criminal
charges are involved - have been lifted.

-----------------------------------------------------------




UK: High Court appeals ruling - means companies cannot
be liable for damages by those who claim "abuse":
-----------------------------------------------------------

October 13th 1999

_Lister and Others v Hesley Hall Ltd_

Before Lord Justice Swinton Thomas, Lord Justice Waller
and Mr Justice Jonathan Parker

Judgment October 7th 1999

The company which ran a residential children's home and
employed a child molester was not liable for damages.

The Court of Appeal so held when allowing an appeal of
Hesley Hall Ltd, from a decision of Judge Walker in Halifax
County Court in October 1999 whereby he found for the
claimants on the issue of liability with damages to be
assessed.

The molester's actions could not be construed as an
authorised act done by an employee in unauthorised
manner.  It was part of conduct outside the scope of
his employment.

-----------------------------------------------------------




Australia:
-----------------------------------------------------------

October 1999

_New laws for child abuse_

New South Wales Community Services Minister Faye Lo Po'
today said the Children and Young Persons (Care and
Protection) Act would mean the Department of Community
Services would now focus on "early intervention" and the
prevention of child abuse before it happened.

-----------------------------------------------------------



UK: biography:
-----------------------------------------------------------

October 12th 1999

_Laurie Lee: The Well-loved Stranger_ by Valerie Grove,
will be published by Viking on October 28, 20 UKP.

Extract:

Lorna Wishart, nee Garman, had been the love of Laurie's
young life. When the affair ended he was heartbroken. But
from his vantage point in Markham Square, Laurie was
perfectly placed to find himself a new Garman girl. There
were three of Lorna's beautiful nieces now in Kathleen
Garman's house at 272 Kings Road: her two daughters by the
sculptor Jacob Epstein, Esther and Kitty, and Kathy, the
child Laurie had dandled on his knee in Martigues in 1937,
the daughter of Helen Garman and Marius Polge.

Laurie had already spotted Lorna's niece Kathy in the Kings
Road, "nubile, arms swinging, straight and tall, her limbs
clad in a tight blue frock . . . sturdily curved and
comely". She was indeed precociously shapely and
long-legged but she was only 13. Her less robust cousins
Kitty and Esther were "each of them a heart-stopping
beauty". The girls' upbringing, as Epstein's second family,
was singular. Epstein - who continued to live at Queen's
Gate with his wife and the two children he had fathered,
adopted by his wife - would visit his mistress Kathleen and
their three children, Kitty, Esther and Theo, twice a week.
Kitty says: "He'd come at six on Wednesday, with a bottle
of wine and flowers or fruit and stay an hour or two, and
we'd line up and he'd look at us in a benign way. He did a
drawing of me but there was no real rapport."

Within the year of 1945, Laurie took out all three Garman
nieces. Esther, graceful and swan-necked at 17 (as sculpted
in clay by her father), was taken by Laurie to Yehudi
Menuhin's "spellbinding" performance in aid of Jewish
relief at the Albert Hall in July 1945: Epstein had been
given tickets and passed them to Laurie. In a powdered,
bejewelled gathering, Laurie noted in his diary, "no one
looked more beautiful than Esther, whose long plaits hung
down like tassels of black silk".

But there was also Kitty. When Laurie asked 18-year-old
Kitty out she was surprised - "he had seemed like a
romantic kindly bohemian uncle" - but flattered: he was a
sophisticated older man (31) and a poet, therefore
glamorous. She went back to his room at the Devases' and
when Laurie made advances Kitty did not reject them. "I did
it partly out of curiosity but I thought the things he said
were rather corny. He put on *The Rite of Spring* and said:
'How does this make you feel?' It didn't make me feel at
all erotic. I was embarrassed and I didn't really like it."
But he gave her a pretty bracelet and wrote her a poem, an
acrostic on her name. "And then he rather brutally broke it
off, quite sensibly, saying 'I don't think this is right'.
" Of course, my self-esteem was bruised and I made a
painful scene."

At some point that year Lorna stepped in. At a party at Roy
and Mary Campbell's, Lorna pointed to Kathy and said to
Laurie: "Try that one. She'll do for you. She'll be strong
enough." Kathy was in her Parson's Green School uniform
when she saw Laurie leaning against the gas stove in the
basement kitchen of 272 Kings Road. She was then no longer
living with her aunt Kathleen, because her mother Helen had
met and fallen in love with a charming old Italian law
professor, Mario Sarfatti, who had left Mussolini's Italy
as a Jewish refugee. Helen and Kathy went to live with
"Sarfi" at 10 Kensington Church Walk. Laurie began to visit
Kathy there and would take her to the pictures: Olivier in
*Henry V, Jane Eyre* (which they saw three times). She had
already decided that he was the only man for her.

[... snip of information about who the other sisters
 married later ]

In June 1946, Laurie took Kathy to Slad. She was now his
"dearest girl", as he always called her, and she plainly
adored him. Wise old Annie, Laurie's mother, somehow knew
this was Lorna's niece: perhaps it was the eyes. "Mother
said 'I know who she is, son, what d'you think of that?'"
The weather was hot and steamy. "We lay at the top of the
garden, under spiked grass, upon wild strawberries. The
cuckoo still sang. Down to the lake in darkness. We lay by
the green-smelling reeds. I found a glow-worm, which she
had never seen before."

She was still only 14 but looked older: "So pretty, with a
sometimes conscious childishness, yet not innocent," said
Laurie's notebook. Later, in *Two Women*, Laurie described
how he had known "this lovely girl" for years, "steering
and leading her through adolescence. Her mother seemed to
have accepted my role of instructor and pathfinder and gave
us unusual freedom." And the Garman family example was of
precocious amorous licence: Lorna had met her husband at 14
and married him at 16.

Laurie would take Kathy in her school blazer for walks
after school, through the bombed gardens of Kensington,
"like Carthage or Pompeii, a wilderness of wild cats and
scented jasmine", or by the Thames, with the moon reflected
on the water and the distant noises of families in the
thin-walled riverside prefabs. They flew Laurie's kite in
Battersea Park until his kite, "rigid &strong as a swan",
came down in a tall tree; Laurie climbed a ladder but could
not dislodge it. Kathy would prattle companionably. "Are
you brave?" "D'you like the sea?" "Will I be taller than
you?" or sometimes "Can't come out tonight - I've got to do
53 theorems."

That August of 1946, when Helen Garman decided to take
Kathy back to Martigues, she asked Laurie to accompany them
"as their acknowledged but ambiguous protector". They took
a tin of coffee and 50 cigarettes to barter for three
nights in a Paris hotel, arriving just as the peace
conference was taking place. Paris was "grey-blue, smelly,
empty, expensive, sad with ennui". Most restaurants were
closed but they had beefsteak and managed to get seats on a
night train to Marseilles and a bus to stay at a farmhouse
just outside Martigues. Laurie and Kathy walked among
pines, bathed in the still green lake "like the rippling
skin of a snake", ate bouillabaisse with their fingers,
watched the fishermen winching in their catches and the
American soldiers behaving like conquering troops. On
August 21, the anniversary of the Liberation, there was a
seven-course feast. Seeing the welcome Kathy received from
the Provencal villagers, who exclaimed at her beauty,
enveloped her in their embrace and wailed about her *pauvre
pere*, Laurie said he first "truly noticed [Kathy's] clear
gold beauty, and the depth of her eyes . . . She had no
guile or suspicion of treachery". It was her trust in him
that would win him, once he came round to realising how
much he ought to value it.

Three months later Laurie accompanied Kathy, her mother and
Sarfi on yet another holiday - at a farm near Aberystwyth.
Kathy remembers rushing across a Welsh field shouting:
"I've passed my school certificate!" The extra significance
of this milestone might be explained by a quotation from
Kathy in Laurie's diary earlier that year: "Wait till I've
passed my school certificate."

Kathy, who spent much of her time looking after her baby
brother Walter, had by now fixed on Laurie as the man she
would marry but Laurie still saw himself as the uncommitted
bachelor. When Annie wrote Kathy a fond letter in November
1948, wanting to know all about the baby brother, she also
asked: "Have you seen Laurie lately? For he has been to
Paris and I don't think he is back yet." Laurie had indeed
gone to Paris, for a fortnight, taking Jennifer Gault, the
18-year-old daughter of a cousin of the Cunard sisters.
Jennifer's mother had sent her daughter to Laurie to be
cheered up after a break-up with a boyfriend, perhaps not
realising that Laurie was extremely partial to girls of 17
or so. [ Note - This is too high by a couple of years,
according to private sources who knew Lee ]. He had kissed
Jennifer among the wheatsheaves at her parents' house and
the Paris interlude - while her mother was away - was
Jennifer's first visit there.

They stayed at the Hotel d'Alsace, where Oscar Wilde had
died, and went to the Louvre and the Deux Magots. Jennifer
knew there was no long-term future in the affair. "But
Laurie was a wonderful influence in my life," she says. "He
opened my eyes to all sorts of things. He had great charm
and was very secretive. Well, he had to be."

In May, Laurie took Kathy to Florence. Kathy went off to
see a friend in Siena and Laurie, in a rash moment of
bravado, followed her on foot through Chianti country. "The
heat was terrific &I was carrying about 30 kilos on my
back. But I did the 70-odd kilometres in two days."

Kathy and her friend Charissina, the daughter of the
philosopher Leone Vivante, were sitting outside a cafe in
the semi-circular Campo in Siena when suddenly Laurie
appeared, bronzed and fit, his back scarred from the weight
of his pack. Siena was "an exquisite city, just my size and
colour", Laurie wrote. He had seen the "violently exciting"
sculpture of Donatello, the "sombre, human, exquisite"
paintings of Duccio. "These and the Botticellis in Florence
are what I came to see, I feel." He played his pipe in
cafes and went on to Assisi, Perugia and back to Florence.
Kathy, in her seventeenth year, thought that after his
romantic gesture in walking so many miles to see her,
Laurie would ask her to marry him then; but he didn't. She
was installed in her uncle's apartment in Florence and
stayed there for another eight months.

The reunion was at Victoria station. When Laurie had last
seen Kathy she had been a "shapely, tight-limbed,
flat-bellied young beauty" but after eight months of
spaghetti and idleness she seemed "more radiant than ever,
but twice the size". Laurie led her straight to the scales,
saying "If you're over 12st, I won't marry you". She was
11st 12lb. They took a flat together at 37 Collingham Place
SW5, up five flights in a house with "trains under the
windows and the smell of steaks in passage ways". (Laurie
claimed he carried Kathy over the threshold but collapsed
after one flight and she carried him up the rest: "She's a
very strong girl.")

Though "beset by fevers", Laurie had found a salaried job,
the last he ever had. He became chief caption-writer for
the Festival of Britain, the jamboree to mark the end of
postwar austerity set up on 27 acres of bombsites on the
South Bank.

On Tuesday, May 17, 1950, without even noting it in his
diary, Laurie married Kathy at Kensington Register Office.
Cecil Day-Lewis and Jill Balcon were the only witnesses.
Jill remembers that Laurie was sucking a peppermint and
Kathy, clutching a tiny spray of lily-of-the-valley, looked
like a Renoir: "She had a down-to-earth kindness, an
unvarnished quality, with skin like a peach." She also
looked "so young we thought we'd be accessories to a
felony". (She was 18; Laurie was a month away from 36.)
Kathy's eyes had a shine, Laurie later said, that he only
ever saw again when she won a steam-iron on stage at the
Walham Green Empire.

After the wedding the quartet fell into the Prince of Wales
pub among some dustmen and a newspaper-seller. A barnacled
bottle of champagne was produced; the dustmen raised their
glasses and said: "Here's to a long life with plenty of
trimmings." They lunched at Elytis in Soho and Laurie went
back to work at the Festival office in the afternoon while
Kathy went to the fishmonger and asked for a nice piece of
sole for supper "because I've just got married".

-----------------------------------------------------------



Book note:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Gerard Malanga.
_Screen Tests - Portraits - Nudes. 1964 - 1996_

Edited by Patrick Remy and Marc Parent.  Art direction and
graphic design: Hans Werner Holzwarth.  192 pages with 140
duotone photos. Format 23,5 x 28 cm / 9.3 x 11 inches
Hardback with dustjacket.  September 1999 (Germany), February
2000 (USA)  DM 65,00.  ISBN 3-88243-577-1

Gerard Malanga was a founding pillar of Andy Warhol's
Factory. His photographic works date back to 1964, when
until 1966, he filmed with Andy Warhol 300 people of
which he then made the famous *Screen Tests.*  His stunning
portraits of Iggy Pop, Robert Mapplethorpe, Tennessee
Williams, Alice Cooper, Mick Jagger, Lou Reed, William
Burroughs among many others, bring us two decades back to
the generation of Pop culture.

Then, throughout the eighties and well into the nineties,
Gerard Malanga brings the reader closer to this magical
equation between femininity and charm, embodied in his
nudes.

  [ Note: haven't seen this but it sounds like the second
    half could contain many of his girl nudes. ]

--

_Balthus - a biography_

  [ Apparently published this year ?  Balthus the famous
    painter of little girls, called "the world's greatest
    living painter". ]

-----------------------------------------------------------




Does anyone have...
-----------------------------------------------------------

A scan of the "man and nude child" advert from GQ Magazine,
(Versace fashion advert) October, 1997 ?

-----------------------------------------------------------




Undo:
-----------------------------------------------------------

The last press cuttings digest mis-attributed the "he was
a she" news to the USA - it should have been Canada.

-----------------------------------------------------------
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'Ex Astris' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------------

Good news from my life! This last weekend I spent a magical evening with
Becky, my beautiful 9yr old who live three doors down from my new townhouse.

It started out as giving her a piggy-back ride to my mailbox and the laundry
room. Then I asked her if she would like to go for a bike ride. Barely
containing her giddyness, she said yes. I had her go ask her mother for
permission, and then we were off. Fortunately I live just across the road
from a state park, so we spent the next two hours there riding, piggy-back
riding and playing on the swings and slides. What's so nice is that she
always insists on holding my hand when we're walking together. At one point
when we were piggy-backing down a secluded trail, she told me she had 'an
itch.' I said rather matter-of-factly, 'well, scratch it then.' She said
'it's on my crotch and it feels tingly when I scratch it.' Then she
scratched it anyway, right on my shoulders. I was about ready to pass out,
looking around quickly to see of anyone was looking.

Later on when we were playing on the slide, she wanted to be on my lap as I
went down. So I obliged. Only a quarter of the way down though she put her
feet in the handles on the side and halted us. I asked her what she was doing,
and she just giggled. So I started tickling her and told her I wasn't going
to stop until she let us go down the slide. She then raised her butt up and
slammed it into my stomach, knocking the wind out of me! This caused her
to slip down further and the next time she slammed into me it wasn't my
stomach.

Barely controlling an erection that she would surely have felt, I grabbed
her legs out of the handles and brought us down the rest of the slide. When
ever we sat down on a bench she always asked me to rub her legs with just
the tips of my fingers. I don't know why she likes it so much, but I know I
like it too!

One of her school friends (sorry- I don't remember her name!) was there
also and all three of us climbed on the monkey bars. She was beautiful
and her mother seemed to really like the attention I was paying her
7yr old. After a couple of hours in the park we went home and I told her
that I had to eat dinner. She said she wanted to eat with me, so I told
her if she got her mother's permission she and I could go to McDonald's
together. I treated her to a happy meal and she played for about an hour in
the play area. I am in 7th heaven right now and I don't want it to end. And
what the best part is; Becky's mom always thanks me for spending time with
her and encourages her to see me more.

--

To Spike: I agree that 9yrs is the 'ideal' age, but Becky is different. She
had meningitis (I have no idea how to spell it) and a stomach ailment as a
baby so she's about the size and maturity of 6yr old.

To Ianthe: I agree that Ann Lander can be bias at times, but the content of
the article I posted was not. It was simply a matter-of-fact assessment of
the ways mainstream society turns children delinquent. And because we strive
to raise and influence children in a positive manner, whether they be our
own or not, I thought the content of the article would be good food for
thought on how to avoid the pitfalls so many people fall into. Besides,
looking at more than one side of the issue, whether you agree with it or
not, can help us avoid being two-dimensional in our perspective.

Love,

'Ex Astris'
-------------------------------------------------------------




'Moomin' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------

Dear All,

Some great messages recently. Thanks to everyone who took the
trouble to post.

I had an unpleasant experience recently, and I still haven't
stopped going over it in my mind. I was waiting for Holly to
leave kindergarten. I am extremely lucky that her mum trusts
me to collect her even though she is only four years old.
I've done this several times now, and the mothers there
waiting for their little ones have grown used to seeing me.

Anyway, all went well at first. Holly appeared and I was
given the usual excited hugs from my dear little friend.
She was carrying two little shoulder bags and the straps
had dropped down over her shoulder, and she giggled as I
tried to pull them up. After crossing the road I chased
her along the pavement, Holly laughing all the time. There
was some construction work almost blocking our usual route
home (the road is quite narrow), and Holly was somewhat
afraid of the noise and piercing light of the arc welding.
I hesitated, then decided to take her home by another,
circuitous route.

After only a few paces, from nowhere it seemed, a woman
stopped me and asked where I was going with Holly. She
doubtless knew Holly, her mother and where they lived,
and she must have been watching us. I was stunned for
a second, as I could see how it must have looked to her.
A stranger she had only seen a few times at most was
stealing off with this trusting little girl. Feelings
of guilt, fear and embarrassment filled my mind (despite
the fact that I had no bad intentions). But I was also
annoyed. I felt like telling her to mind her own business.
Thankfully, I didn't do anything so foolish. I simply
explained about Holly's fear of the construction work.
I don't know if she believed me. Anyway, I didn't hang
around. At a lull in the work, I took Holly in my arms
and carried her through the site. On reaching the other
side Holly was her own chirpy self again.

Thinking that the woman may tell Holly's mum about
the incident I explained to mum about it myself,
(though I didn't mention what the woman had said).
Hopefully that will be the end of the matter. I
honestly never had any bad intentions. But as we
know, such minor incidents have a habit of being
blown up out of proportion.  There only needs to
be one particularly suspicious and persistent
person to set a panic in motion. Thankfully,
Holly's Mum is an intelligent and likable woman,
whom my wife and I get on really well with. I
think she would laugh at any gossip accusing me
of "kidnapping". Let's hope so, anyway.

About Holly. I think I love her even more than
her elder sister Kitty. I get lovesick feelings
just thinking about her. She has such a bright
and cheerful character (she sings while in the
toilet!) and she adores all the puzzles and
games I bring her. Yesterday we did a 3D puzzle
together and the look of triumph she gave me
after we had completed it was glorious. She
also likes to get close to me. The softness
and stickiness of her skin and the scent of
her unwashed hair are quite intoxicating. If
I were ever told to keep away from these two
girls, then it would feel like losing my own
daughters. And for what? For taking a few
steps away from the "official" route home.

These are sad times indeed.

Take care all,

'Moomin'
----------------------------------------------------------------------------



'Sunstorm' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------------

I have been away for awhile. I am back.  Have been perusing the archives.

"Simhe wrote:" (awhile back)
>'Sunstorm' said that lg's don't understand love. Come on! Of
>course they do. As far as I remember, I clearly understood the
>emotion of 'love' (toward a peer of the opposite sex) from as early
>as 6 years. I remember lying in bed at night, with a contented smile
>on my face, thinking about my love, and how I loved her... I
>remember how it felt, and it _was_ what we understand love to be.

To refresh your memory, what I said was:
>I'd not tell an lg I only have known for a few weeks or months that I "love"
her. Lg's
>don't understand this as we do. I think it does nothing more than confuse them.
They
>may like us, and even feel attraction to us, but "love" in the way we
understand it, is
>not yet understood by them. It would be far better to just say you really like
them
>a lot and love to be with them.

I said they do not understand it AS WE DO.  I know, such a
subtle distinction... How can an 8 yr. old with limited life
experience and limited emotional and cognitive development
be expected to think the same way as an adult? It never
ceases to amaze me that some adults think the whole gamut
of "love", from the emotional to the physical is available
to them from some 7 yr. old girl, when in fact, that
kid simply does not have the capacity to think and understand
and react as someone 20 or 30 years older? Time and again
we see that we are disappointed and don't know quite how
to react to lg's at times. It is because they do _not_
perceive things the way we do.

Read some Piaget. Little girls are not grown adults
walking about in tiny bodies.  Their mental processes
are not the same, their understanding of words and
emotions and consequences are not the same. Their
desire for physical love is different.  They may not
even know what intercourse is yet, or have imagined
oral sex, for example.  Their concept of "love" is
based on what their parents have shown them with an
added measure of vague desire and attraction to
others. What you felt as a child can hardly be the
same thing you feel now when one says the word "love."
If it is, then you were either exceptionally advanced
in you emotional development as a kid, or you have
not advanced since beyond the conceptions of a 6 yr. old.

>Even people like us are guilty of treating kids like they're idiots.
>Society and the media seem to subtly impress on us that kids are stupid
>and don't know anything. I can tell this because if I don't associate
>with children for a while, when I finally do I'm always surprised at how
>smart they are. Seemingly because I have absorbed this consensus.

Nobody here is  treating kids like idiots.  I am
treating kids like _kids_,  rather than attributing
adult qualities to them so I can justify  acting in
sexual ways with them as I would with another adult.
You cannot put all kids under the same umbrella. Some
are more aware than others. Some are more sexually
precocious than others.  But most of them, based on
the simple fact of immature brain development and
lack of experience are simply incapable of
understanding a concept like "love" as an adult.
This should be obvious.

You, yourself wrote:
>Things aren't always the way they seem.
>There have been times when what appeared to me to be a
>dismally lukewarm interaction with a girl wasn't that way in
>her mind at all - In the second place,

That's right.  She doesn't think like you.  She doesn't
understand things the same way you do.  I rest my case.

'Sunstorm'
----------------------------------------------------------------------------



'insanity' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------------

A long time ago when I started out on my quest to figure out who I was
and what I felt/believed in there were many sites that I had the profound
good fortune to stumble upon.  yours needless to say was one of the first
ones and from there I found PBL (now no longer in existence I gather).
from there I found many writings that moved me but none so much as a certain
one.  It was written by a GL nicknamed Ronald Mcdonald and reading it was
one of the best things that ever happened to me.  in addition to the usual
subjects he made a speech about how above all we badly need to be able to
talk freely.   "I may hate what you say, but I would give my life to fight
for  your right to say it" kinda thing.

Though I did save the page numerous shufflings in both computers and my
life in general have obliterated all traces of it.  but truth is though
I do want to save the pages again I would very very much like to get in
contact with "Ronald" myself.  I've been through a lot of sh*t lately and
I begin to realize that I seek to find someone who THINKS like me, not someone
who simply has similar desires.  And he is the one person that really stood
out...

I am currently trying to contact someone whom I once sent the pages to in
an attempt to re-read them and maybe get more info but truth is I already
tried his e-mail address a long time ago and it was defunct.

I was thinking though maybe if knew the pages I was talking about (perhaps
you have them archived somewhere?)  you could write something in ASGL ?

here's all I can remember about him and his pages:

they weren't part of PBL, they were a separate website linked to under
the "thoughts" section - there were 5 pages, the last one was links I
think as I already said his nick was ronald mcdonald and he advocated
free speech.

I know all about ASGL and even BC but in the end I tire of other people's
shortcomings... or maybe they tire of mine.  As I sit here though in my
own personal pain I can only think that I need to find someone who can
understand me, and I can only think of 5 simple html pages I read long ago.

take care,

'insanity'
---------------------------------------------------------------------------



'Stephen' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi Ianthe, and thanks for the great work you do.

Here in N. America I have heard that the fashion industry marketers
have a  new term to describe  a big new group of consumers: girls between
about 9-13 years old.  They call them 'tweens'.

  [ the Time cover-story this week, so I'm told ]

I guess because they are 'between' childhood and teenagers.

How about something like that on a t-shirt? 'Tweens  R Cool'??

  [ "Luv it in-between two tweens!"  -- "A tween fweak!" --
    "I fweak for tweens!" --  "A total Tween treater!" --
    "Luv them tween qweens! -- oh no, "brain fall down, go boom"!
    ;) ]

Also on the subject of t-shirts, I was thinking of putting a print
of a cute girl on the front.  How about Laika?  That might be a
good conversation starter :))

All the best to everyone.

'Stephen'
---------------------------------------------------------------------------




'Yuri' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------------

Dear Friends,

    The Canadian Minister of Justice, the Honourable Anne McLellan, spurred
by right-wing elements in her home province of Alberta, has decided that it
would be a good idea to increase the age of consent from 14 to 16 or 18.
Her Alberta Provincial counterpart has supported this move, and made clear
that he wishes it were increased to 18, but could live with 16 (because he
knows that the more left-leaning provinces of the east and west coasts would
never support 18).  These people see it as a child protection issue.  I see
it as a teenager rights issue.  I was a teenager not too long ago, and
unlike many of my contemporaries, I still remember what it was like to be
marginalized in many ways, and to be denied rights which are taken for
granted by most adults in North America.  This move says to me: "Teenagers
should not have the right to decide what to do with their own bodies, or
decide with whom they want to have sex, until they are 16 (or 18 according
to some)".  This is even more apparent after the recent case of a Reform MP
(I don't remember which one, so if any of you do, it would help) who helped
kidnap a 15 year old girl from the house where she was living with two older
men and force her into a so-called "tough love" brainwashing camp.  She is
apparently responding.  While this may not be the best example, as according
to some reports, she might not have been free to leave, it is the MPs
comments which concern me.  In arguing, after admitting his criminal act
(for which he has yet to be charged, apparently MPs are above the law), for
an increase in the age of consent, he said something to the effect of (I'm
paraphrasing as I don't remember the exact words): "Having the age of
consent at 14 prevents parents from _controlling_ their children" [emphasis
mine].  When will people realise that 1) 14 year olds are not children, and
hate to be treated as such, and 2) you can't control them?  I think our
repressive Victoria mores have forced us to deny that we are all sexual
creatures from birth.  A friend of mine, who is 25 now, had a sexual
relationship with an 18 year old woman when he was 13.  It was completely
consensual, and he has shown no ill effects.  This relationship would be
illegal by even today's standards, which fail to recognise 1) not all
children mature at the same rate.  I've known 13 and 14 year olds more
mature than some 18 and 19 year olds, and vice versa.  Everybody is
different.  And 2) today's laws on age of consent make no distinction, in
the words of anthropologist Gayle Rubin, "between abusive situations and
loving ones." [Gayle Rubin, "Sexual Politics, the New Right, and the Sexual
Fringe" in Daniel Tsang, ed., The Age Taboo: Gay Male Sexuality, Power and
Consent (Boston: Alyson Publications, 1981), p. 112, as quoted in Sharon
Thompson, "Going All The Way: Teenage Girls' Tales of Sex, Romance, and
Pregnancy" (New York: Hill and Wang, 1995), p. 216].

    I would like to remind the current crop of politicians that just because
today's 14-year olds will likely not be voting in the next election, they
will eventually vote, and more and more will remember the marginalization
and lack of rights of the teenage years.  Eventually, someone has to say
"enough!  We are people too, not chattel, and we demand the same rights."

    I would like to encourage the members of ASGL who are Canadians, whether
residing in Canada or abroad, to write to the Honourable Minister of Justice
and to their respective Members of Parliament to express their opinions on
this matter.  I would make 3 suggestions about such a letter: 1) approach it
from an individual rights point of view: teenagers should have the right to
decide what to do with their own bodies, and with whom they want to have sex
(they'll be having it anyway), thus avoiding the child protection issue
altogether, 2) do not try to convince them to lower the age from 14, that
would probably backfire and we would see it raised.  Let's fight one battle
at a time.  3) perhaps include the age of consent table found at
http://www.ageofconsent.com/ageofconsent.htm.

    If you are unsure in which riding you reside, go to
http://www.elections.ca/ridings/find/find_e.html and get that information.
Then you can get your MP's local riding telephone numbers and e-mail at
http://www.parl.gc.ca/36/senmemb/house/membcon-e.htm.  Mail to MP's can be
sent postage free (from within Canada) to:

            MP's name (eg. The Honourable Anne McLellan)
            Member of Parliament for ____ (insert riding name,
            eg. Edmonton West)
            House of Commons
            Parliament Buildings
            Ottawa, Ontario
            K1A 0A6

I would also encourage you to send mail to the Senators representing your
province  (Their names and contacts can be found at
http://www.parl.gc.ca/36/senmemb/senate/isenator.asp?l=e).  As they are not
elected, they are less likely to be swayed from their personal convictions
to appease the religious right.  Mail to Senators can be sent to (not
postage free):

            Senators name (eg. The Honourable Thelma Chalifoux)
            Senator for _____ (insert Province name, eg. Alberta)
            The Senate of Canada
            Ottawa, Ont. K1A 0A4

Finally, I would encourage each of you who is a member of an organisation,
whether underground as this one or BoyChat, or above ground, as the Canadian
Civil Liberties Association, or the American Civil Liberties Union, to start
the same type of letter writing campaign within those organisations.

Best of luck to all of us.

'Yuri'
---------------------------------------------------------------------------



'D.A' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------------

My story part 2

By D.A.

My best friend during childhood was a boy just round the corner from
me. His house became the centre of activity for the neighbourhood
kids. There was one girl "L" who was about 4 years younger than me.
She had long straight light brown hair and beautiful blue eyes. One
time when I was about 9 we were sitting on the doorstep of my friend's
house waiting for him and his mother to come back from shopping.
"L" was sitting a few steps above me when she suddenly stood up,
dropped her panties, lifted her dress and proudly bared all for me.
After a few seconds she got dressed again and things carried on
as though nothing had happened. All I know is, if I wasn't interested
in that part of a girl's body before I was now. There were other
times to come too but I always watched and never participated. I
kept myself covered and never touched. Why? two reasons. I was the
oldest out of this group of about half a dozen or so kids, so I
felt I had to be the responsible one here, no matter how much I
wanted to join in. Also of course was the fear of irate fathers
coming after me for doing 'horrible things' to their daughters.

Just how unusual is this exhibitionist tendency in children?
It was strong in me. But even when I had a golden opportunity
I wouldn't take it. I was 10 and I was going to a company
Christmas party with "H" (my cousin's daughter I mentioned
last posting) and her grandmother. They called round to
collect me, I had just come out of the shower and was in my
room getting dressed. The door suddenly burst open and in
walked "H". I was naked at the time and quickly dived under
the bed, screaming at her to get out. She kept threatening to
come right in but after much screaming on my part and more
threatening on her part she gave up and left. I later found
out my older brother put her up to it. In reality she could
have looked all she wanted but something told me it wasn't
right to do so.

"H" could put on a show when she wanted too. Getting back to
this holiday I talked about last posting. There was a resort
island about 2 hours boat ride out of town that was a favourite
holiday spot of ours for a number of years. The year I was 12
I holidayed there with "H", my mother and my aunt. During our
week or so there I soon learned that "H" would have her bath
mid afternoon and spend the next half hour running naked
around our cabin. I made a point of being around at that
time, usually reading or something. I figured I was still
young enough to play innocent with this. :-)

Anyway, back to my main topic. My parents had a realistic
and up-front attitude to sex so I have no complaints there.
The problem was, I was always being told I was such a "good
boy" and I figured that showing your privates to a little
girl was not a thing that good boys do. I now realise that
this "show me yours and I'll show you mine" routine is
normal curiosity but I buried it, at my own peril.

To this day most of my fantasies have involved what I
_would_ have done in those situations. Eventually fantasy
had to become reality, something had to give and one
afternoon when I was still under 18 I exposed myself to a
couple of 13 year old girls who were going past my window.
They weren't too amused, unsurprisingly and the police
were soon around. Luckily for me, the girls' parents did not
want to press charges but I got a warning that frightened
the life out of me. They also said that they had saved
me from going on to _far worse_ things. I'm not like that,
and I didn't like being told I was a potential rapist.

I don't like what I've done, I'm very sorry that I did
something offensive to some young girls, I hope that you
of all people can understand. I've _never_ told anyone this.
Thankfully, after the police left, my father (bless him)
kept his cool and was understanding and forgiving but
as you can imagine the shame and humiliation was
indescribable. I may have got off lightly but I was
still completely devastated.

How has it affected me?

The world certainly seemed darker and less friendly after
that. I felt detached from the human race, being here is
an improvement for me. I've never had a girlfriend nor
do I have any contact with any lgs in my daily life.
I'll go into more detail next posting.

In spite of all this, right now I'm the happiest I've
been for years. Being single and a gl for the rest of
my life doesn't sound too bad a thing.

'D.A.'
--------------------------------------------------------------------------



Frans writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------------

Dear Asgl-Listers, this is Frans from The Netherlands' first message on
this list.

I've read the list the last several months, trying to keep myself not
to far behind the scheme.. :-)  Now I've read all up to date, I send my
first message.

I'm more or less a guest at this list, because I'm not especially a
lg-lover, more a child-lover or, if you want to know, a boy lover. For
me, the difference is not very important.

Since many years, I am the Secretary of Ipce. What is Ipce?

"Ipce is a forum for people who are engaged in academic discussion
about the understanding and emancipation of mutual relationships
between children or adolescents and adults.

In this context, these relationships are intended to be viewed from
an unbiased, non-judgmental perspective and in relation to the human
rights of both theyoung and adult partners.

Ipce meets once every one or two years in a different country, publishes
a newsletter and a web site, co-ordinates the (electronic) exchange of
academic texts and keeps an archive of specific written publications."

As you see, Ipce is not especially for girl-lovers, nor especially
for boy-lovers. For the not native English speakers amongst us: the
word "academic" does not refer (like in Dutch language) to the
university or to an only scientific level of discussion. Ipce wants
to say that is is 'discussion only', thus, 'no deeds', nor action.
To start any action is up to the members themselves.

Ipce has an internal E-mail list with an internal web site as the
archive. These are intended to discuss the statements, articles
and literature for the public web site.

I invite you to have a look at the public site at:
http://www.humanbeing.demon.nl/ipceweb/

You'll find statements, Newsletters, Documentation lists
and a Library.

People who want to actively participate to this web site are
invited to an Ipce membership and a membership of the internal
E-mail List.

--

Referring to the Asgl Posting of October 9th...

'Shy Guy' wrote:
>I  found  this  during  some  surfing recently.   It's  regarding
>re designation   of   pedophilia  by  the   American   Psychiatric
>Association to something lesser than a disorder.  It may  be  one
>small step towards our liberation... we can only hope.

Excuse me, Shy Guy, but you're a bit out of time. Supposedly, you've
found the NARTH website messages, but History went on and in the
meantime, at July 12, 1999, the USA Congress has condemned the
Rind et al. article as a whole.

You and all readers can find the whole history of the Rind Article at the
Ipce web I mentioned here just above.

Go to the home page, navigate to the Newsletters, go to the last issue
and read the article "Mister President..." and you'll see the whole
history. For the Rind et al. articles, navigate to the Library,
to the Scientific Articles and have a look at the names "Rind",
"Bauserman" and "Tromovitch". There you'll find the Meta-Analyse
http://www.humanbeing.demon.nl/ipceweb/Library/metaana.htm

This Meta-Analysis can also be given in ASCII format and as an
Adobe Acrobat (.PDF) file. Ask the ipcewebmaster@humanbeing.demon.nl

--

'Ig-DrEaMeR' wrote:
>I  have  a question which I'm sure has been discussed many times,
>and  that  question  is,  what is everyone's  moral  standing  or
>opinion  on underage nudity?

IMHO, there is nothing wrong with child's nudity, it's quite natural.
It is not good if a child never sees any childish nudity, because it
learns so that nudity is only dirty and wrong. This child will become
a stranger in its own body.

What is wrong IMHO, is to 'sexualisize' all nudity and to label as
'dirty' all sexuality. The first can be done by 'child lovers' who see
or photograph 'natural nudity' as 'sexual nudity'. The first is
especially done by 'child protectors' or 'children's advocates'
who see a sexual act in every nudity. Especially these people
label all (childhood) sexuality as 'dirty and wrong'.

That's wrong, IMHO.

Frans
---------------------------------------------------------------------------




'Andrej' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------------

This is Andrej from ASGL-L.

I have two books of the interest for child-lovers.

1. "Balthus: a biography" by Nicholas Fox Weber   (ISBN: 0-679-40737-5),
US $40.00

2. "Manufacturing victims: what the psychology industry is doing to people"
by Dr. Tana Dineen (ISBN: 1-55207-012-3), US $16.99

Thanks and all the best from

'Andrej'!
----------------------------------------------------------------------------


  [ Thanks for the tip, A - it led me to these on Amazon:

Balthus : A Biography
by Nicholas Fox Weber

List Price: $40.00
Amazon Price: $24.00

656 pages (October 1999) Knopf; ISBN: 0679407375

<a href="http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/0679407375/">
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/0679407375/</a>
qid=940123075/sr=1-3/002-1487883-3211425

Balthus is as multifaceted and spellbinding as its subject, the
20th-century painter whose canvasses have been likened both to
those of the ethereal Piero della Francesca and sadomasochistic
erotica. Biographer Nicholas Fox Weber quotes Oscar Wilde when
discussing Balthus's most notorious painting, in which a music
teacher violently molests her young pupil: "It is the spectator,
and not life, that art really mirrors.... And so Balthus claimed
to me time and again. If viewers find The Guitar Lesson ...
shocking or titillating, repulsive or seductive, they reveal
only their own psyches, not his." Balthus repeatedly insisted
on noninterpretive, pre-Freudian, stylistic observation of
his paintings--mere studies in light and shadow, form and
shape, composition and color--or so he would have Weber
(and the reader) believe. Weber describes his own psychological
near-seduction by Balthus's proffered confidences, and his
brief, initial inclination to allow the artist to dominate
their interviews. Despite Balthus's gift for prevarication
--romance on short notice is his specialty--Weber is astute
enough to sift through every possible document. He elucidates
Balthus's mother's long affair with the poet Rainer Maria
Rilke; her Jewish ancestry, which Balthus denied; the
atmosphere of religious mockery among the surrealists;
Balthus's marriages and affairs and his obsession with
pubescent girls. As the book progresses, Weber delves
deeply into an analysis of the artist's psyche. In the
end, he achieves remarkable, sensitive insights into
the nature of Balthus's character and subjects. He patiently
builds a case for the theory that even the artist's female
adolescent [pubescent would have been more accurate?] models
reflect his secret selves and fantasies, developed in reaction
to many kinds of childhood pain and confusion.

  [ A theory which may soon to be undermined, actually, by
    some clever detective work on his sources :) ]

Weber secures every important painting within a framework
of historical reference, personal psychology, and stylistic
influence. With this he demonstrates his uniqueness among
biographers of artists--he actually understands painting,
including its technical aspects. A hugely pleasurable read,
this book compares to Hilary Spurling's The Unknown
Matisse in its erudition and richness of detail.

--Peggy Moorman

--

Balthus : Catalog Raisonne of the Complete Works
by Virginie Monnier, Jean Clair (Editor)

List Price: $225.00
Our Price: $157.50
You Save: $67.50 (30%)

<a href="http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/0810963949/">
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/0810963949/</a>
qid=940123075/sr=1-4/002-1487883-3211425

Hardcover - 576 pages (November 1999)
Harry N Abrams; ISBN: 0810963949

With the authorization of Balthus The French painter
Balthus (b. 1908) is one of the great figure painters of
the 20th century. Yet, until now, the full extent of his
output has not been known; nearly 100 paintings
and numerous drawings, sketchbooks, and even sculptures
have escaped notice. This catalogue raisonn, the outcome
of years of study, throws a completely new light on the
work of an artist who has spent much of his
life avoiding attention. Jean Clair, curator of the
1983 retrospective that confirmed Balthus' international
reputation, provides an introductory essay. Virginie Monnier
catalogues all 350 known paintings, as well as nearly 1,000
previously unpublished drawings and 50 sketchbooks 2,100
works in all. This long-overdue volume reveals a
surprisingly extensive oeuvre, adding new luster to the
renown of this formidable and intriguing artist.
Approximately 2,200 illustrations, 80 in full color,
9 x 111 1/2"

VIRGINIE MONNIER has contributed to a number of books,
scholarly journals, and periodicals. She received graduate
and post-graduate degrees from the University of
Paris. JEAN CLAIR is director of the Picasso Museum, Paris.
Educated at the Sorbonne and at Harvard University, Clair
has curated numerous exhibitions and written many books
on 20th-century art. He lives in Paris.

------------------------------------------------------------



'Easy Rider':
------------------------------------------------------------

Here is a poem I pulled off the internet.  I didn't write it
- but it is beautiful.


 Smile

 Noontime sun glimmers
 on pristine white pearls
 of the childs broad smile,
 a smile she gives to me
 in return for a kind word
 and a gentle stroke
 of her whispy seashore hair.

 Go from here, child,
 follow your smiles sunshine radiance
 down nowhere streets and forgotten alleys
 where grown-ups have learned to be afraid.
 Show those you find there
 the pureness in your grin
 and the happiness in your crystal eyes.

 ~the bum~

--

Other issues: if anyone out there thinks they know my web
email address, then they should feel free to contact me
at that address. One thing, however: I will only read
e-mail which has been sent through the Anonymiser. This
is the procedure: go to <www.anonymiser.com> click on "services",
click on "email", click on "power user", click on "secure form",
fill in "2" in the box asking for how many remailers should
be added to your chain, write the email and send.

   [ Anonymiser is a pay-for service I think ?  What about
     www.replay.com/remailer which does the same thing and
     is free ? ]

It can take a few days for anon. email to get where it
is going. Sometimes it gets lost if too many remailers
in a chain are down. Save a copy of what you write in case
it doesn't arrive at its destination.  You can always
resend it if you have to later.

'Easy Rider'
------------------------------------------------------------------



'Common Sense' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

I don't know if any of you saw this or not, but I saw something REALLY
cool on this late night talk show one night.  I was bored one night and
I was flipping through the channels.  I stopped on this one channel with
a talk show on and I started to play my guitar since there was nothing
that seemed interesting on.  Well, I had just decided to put down my
guitar for a bit when I glanced at the TV screen and all of a sudden
they flashed to a picture of a nude 5 to 7 year old girl halfway bent
over a bed!  To say the least, I was totally shocked that they would
show something like this on American television uncensored.  But don't
get me wrong, I'm definitely not mad at them for doing this!  She kinda
looked like Laika a bit.  But I thought she was cuter than Lakia.  Maybe
one day I'll catch the rerun so I can video tape it or something.

--

>I now recall that I also had a thing about Dolls in my childhood,
>when I was around 7y/o. I remember pleading with my mum to get me
>one of those dolls that you could feed with a bottle and it would
>wet  it's knickers! I think it was called a 'Wet'em Doll' I  used
>to  strip  her clothes off, force water into her mouth with  this
>little bottle and then watch as she 'peed' it out, getting really
>excited...

Same thing with me.  I always wanted to get one of those dolls when I
was little.  But I was always too embarrassed to ask for one.  I
remember when I was about 8 or so I saw a commercial for one and I got
very aroused and was even considering stealing one.  I didn't though.

--

>About 'coming out' to your friend, that is entirely a  judgment call on
>your part. You have to consider how much damage this person could
>potentially do to your life if he decided to tell others, and how much
>of a possibility that is.

My best friend seems like he would be very understanding and trusting if
I ever told him about my feelings.  I've even talked to him about it a
little.  A couple times I've asked him if he would still hate a person
who was attracted to kids if this person didn't have the intentions of
ever hurting a girl.  And he agreed with me that it would be okay with
him as long as he never hurt anybody.  I don't know though.  I'm still
afraid to tell him because he has sister that is about three years old
and I would be afraid he wouldn't let me see her anymore.  Oh well.
Maybe someday.

--

>I had my 5  and  7
>yr old niece come over this last weekend and it was great fun!  I
>was originally expecting these girls' mom and dad to arrive early
>Friday,  but  instead  they arrived late.   Actually,  too  late,
>because  they  had to go straight to bed.  :(   Still,  I  had  a
>chance to make their beds and get them settled in.  But the  next
>morning was wonderful.  They were in their nightgowns and woke up
>way  before mom and dad did, so we got some great play  time  in.
>The  youngest one wanted me to throw her up in the air  and  then
>catch her, which of course I did with glee.   Any chance to  hold
>her in my arms, I would go for it.  After I did this a few times,
>she  said  "You're gonna see my panties"!  I never did see  them,
>but  she told me what color they were and I went right along.

I got two words for you... lucky ba*tard:)  I hardly ever get to have
contact with a lg.  Well, I am near them when I ride the bus in the
mornings, but I never talk to them.  I live in a very small town
and if I just started talking to a lg for no reason one day people would
"start to talk".  Especially on a school bus.  This reminds me of
something that happened to me a few weeks ago on the bus.  I was sitting
in the back and this lg (about 6 or 7) had to sit by me since there was
no room up front.  Well, we had just arrived at her school and she was
starting to get off when she dropped this little hand-held gameboy she
was playing with and the batteries came out and went everywhere.  I bent
over to help her pick them up and she did the same.  Her butt was right
in my face and she was wearing this skirt which was rather short.  To
say the least I saw a lot.  But I had to look away really quick so
people wouldn't think I was intentionally looking at her.  But that made
my day though.  That's one of the first times I have ever experienced
seeing a little girl in her panties. (recently, at least)  I wish I had
the chance to be with a little girl as often as you seem to.  But I
never do.

--

>This started about a month ago, she had used the  bathroom
>(peed) and we ran out of toilet paper. She called me in and asked
>for  toilet  paper,  and  there was none.  So,  in  a  moment  of
>inspiration,  I grabbed a handful of cotton balls,  and  I  wiped
>her.

I had a similar incident when I was about 8.  My mom was taking care of
a friend's lg, about 8,  and we were playing in my room.  We were trying
to put together this puzzle or something when all of a sudden she stood
up and said she had to go to the bathroom.  When she came back, she said
we didn't have any toilet paper and asked me for a piece of paper to
wipe with.  I was expecting her to go in the bathroom and do it, but she
dropped her panties right there and asked me to do it for her.  It kind
of surprised me, but I wasn't going to argue with her, me being such a
perverted little boy and everything :)

'Common Sense'
-------------------------------------------------------------------------




ends

